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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

National  Environmental  Policy  Act; 
Revised  Implementing  Procedures 

agency:  USDA,  Forest  Service. 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  revised 
Forest  Service  NEPA  implementing 
procedures. 

summary:  This  notice  proposes  changes 
in  Forest  Service  Manual  (FSM)  1950, 

The  Forest  Service  National 
Fjivironmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA) 
Process.  The  procedures  being  revised 
were  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
on  July  30, 1979,  44  FR  44718,  and  were 
subsequently  amended  in  February  1960. 
DATE:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
August  30, 1981, 

ADDRESS:  Comments  should  be  sent  to 
Chief,  R.  Max  Peterson,  USDA  Forest 
Service,  P.O.  Box  2417,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Ralph  Solether,  Environmental 
Coordination  Specialist,  USDA,  Forest 
Service,  P.O.  Box  2417,  Washington,  D.C. 
20013.  Telephone  (202)  447-4708.  FTS 
447-4706. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  FSM 

1950  contains  Forest  Service  policy  on 
NFPA  implementing  procedures  as 
required  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (CEQ) 
regulations  (40  CFR  Parts  1500-1506)  as 
published  in  the  Federal  Register 
November  29, 1978.  The  proposed 
revision  of  FSM  1950,  when  in  final 
form,  is  intended  to  reduce  paperwork 
and  delay  while  fully  meeting  NEPA. 
CEQ  regulations  and  USDA  NEPA 
policies  and  procedures,  (7  CFR  Part 
3100). 

The  present  text  in  FSM  1950  was 
approved  by  CEQ  and  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  July  30, 1979, 44  ER 
44718.  During  the  past  two  years,  it 
became  apparent  that  by  more  closely 
following  the  CEQ  regulations  the 
purpose  and  goals  of  NEPA  would  be 
better  served. 

In  order  to  cover  the  extent  of  the 
proposed  revised  procedures,  it  is 
necessary  to  review  both  Forest  Service 
Manual  1950  and  the  portions  of  Forest 
Service  Handbook  (FSH)  1909.15  which 
are  included  in  this  notice.  The  most 
significant  proposed  changes  are  that: 

1.  Detailed  procedures  and  guidance 
direction  is  included  in  the  Handbook 
The  revised  Manual  is  more  nearly 
policy  direction. 

2.  Only  policies  in  addition  to  the 
USDA  policies  and  procedures  and  CEQ 
NEPA  regulations  are  IncludecLin  FSM 
1950.3  Policy. 


3.  NEPA  process  definitions  and 
terminology  have  been  placed  in  FSH 
1909.15. 

4.  Categorical  exclusions  are  revised. 

5.  When  to  prepare  an  environmental 
assessment  has  been  redefined. 

6.  Information  on  environmental 
analysis  has  been  moved  from  FSM  1950 
to  FSH  1909.15. 

7.  Direct  quotations  ft’om  the  CEQ 
regulations  have  replaced  throughout 
the  manual  and  the  handbook  with 
references  to  the  CEQ  Regulatioi^s  40 
CFR  1500-1508. 

8.  Environmental  analysis  is  described 
as  a  component  of  Forest  Service- 
planning  and  decisionmaking  rather 
than  the  Forest  Service  planning  and 
decisionmaking  process. 

9.  Environmental  assessments  may  be 
prepared  in  any  format  provided  that 
CEQ  content  requirements  are  met. 

10.  The  interdisciplinary  approach 
used  in  preparing  environmental 
assessments  is  expanded  to  include 
those  situations  where  an  individual 
may  be  assigned  the  task  for  preparing  a 
simple  assessment,  provided  t 
information  from  other  disciplines  is 
considered. 

11.  Tiering  and  adoption  are  expanded 
to  include  environmental  assessments. 

12.  The  CEQ  format  is  prescribed  for 
environmental  impact  statements. 

Ambiguities  between  environmental 
analysis,  decisionmaking,  and  planning 
are  removed.  Prodedural  details 
formerly  in  FSM  1950  now  appear  in 
FSH  1909.15.  Comments  on  the  proposed 
revisions  are  invited.  To  be  considered 
in  preparation  of  the  final  revision  of  the 
implementing  procedures,  comments 
must  be  received  by  August  30, 1981. 

Dated:  June  19, 1981. 

R.  Max  Peterson, 

Chief. 

lune  22, 1981. 
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Chapter  1950 — National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  Implementing  Procedures 

This  chapter  and  FSH  1909.15,  the 
NEPA  Implementing  Procedures 
Handbook,  constitute  Forest  Service 
supplemental  procedures  for 
implementing  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  4321-4347  (1976)) 
under  Department  of  Agriculture 
(USDA)  NEPA  Policies  and  Procedures 
and  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(the  Council’s)  Regulations.  See  Chapter 
500,  FSH  1909.15,  the  NEPA 
Implementing  Procedures,  for  the 
Council's  Regulations,  40  CFR  1500-1508. 
and  USDA  NEPA  Policies  and 
Procedures,  7  CFR  3100. 

These  implementing  procedures 
supplement  and  are  not  a  substitute  for 
the  Council’s  Regulations. 

1950.1  Authorities 

The  Forest  Service  is  encouraged  by 
NEPA  to  carry  out  its  programs  in  ways 
that  will  create  and  maintain  conditions 
under  which  man  and  nature  can  exist 
in  productive  harmony  and  fulfill  social 
and  economic  needs  of  present  and 
future  generations. 

NEPA  requires  that  a  systematic 
interdisciplinary  approach  be  used  in 
planning  and  decisionmaking  which 
may  have  an  impact  on  the  human 
environment.  NEPA  also  requires 
detailed  statements^on  proposals  for 
legislation  and  other  major  Federal 
actions  significantly  affecting  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment. 

1950.2  Objectives 
(See  FSM  19001 

The  objecti\i»e  of  the  Forest  Service 
NEPA  procedures  is  to  integrate  the 
requirements  of  NEPA  with  planning 
and  decisionmaking. 

1950.3  Policy 

1.  Environmental  documents  must  be 
concise,  written  in  plain  language,  and 
address  the  issues  pertinent  to  the 
decision  being  made. 

2.  Environmental  documents  may 
replace  or  be  combined  with  other 
reports  which  serve  to  facilitate 
decisionmaking. 

3.  Costs  of  analyses  and  documents 
for  in-Service  originated  programs  are  a 
part  of  the  regular  budgetary  process  for 
the  plan,  program,  or  project.  Costs  are. 
therefore,  borne  by  the  benefiting 
activity(ies)  unless  special  provision  is 
made  at  the  Washington  Office  level. 

4.  For  out-Service  originated  activities, 
project  proponents  may  be  required  to 
provide  data  and  documentation, 
subject  to  the  requirements  of  40  CFR 
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1506.5(b).  When  an  applicant  is 
permitted  or  a  contractor  is  employed  to 
prepare  an  environmental  assessment 
(EA)  or  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS),  their  activities  shall  b« 
limited  to  those  shown  as  the  usual  role 
of  participants  for  staff,  specialists,  or 
interdisciplinary  team  in  chapter  100  of 
FSH  1909.15.  Applicants  or  contractors 
shall  be  required  to  comply  with  the 
requirements  of  FSM  1900  and  1950. 

5.  The  Chief,  Regional  Foresters,  Area 
and  Station  Directors,  and  Forest 
Supervisors  shall  designate  a  person  in 
their  offices  to  serve  as  Environmental 
Coordinator  who  shall  be  responsible 
for  providing  information  on  status  of 
EIS’s  and  other  elements  of  the  NEPA 
process. 

6.  Environmental  documents,  decision 
notices,  and  records  of  decision  must  be 
provided  and/or  made  available  for 
review  by  the  public  free  of  charge  to 
the  extent  practicable. 

7.  An  environmental  assessment  may 
be  prepared  in  any  format  useful  to 
facilitate  planning  and  decisionmaking. 

8.  The  concepts  of  tiering  and 
adoption  applicable  to  environmental 
impact  statements  are  also  applicable  to 
environmental  assessments. 

1950.4  Responsibilities 

1950.41  Chief 

The  Chief  is  responsible  for 
environmental  analysis  and 
documentation  relating  to  legislation 
and  national  policies,  plans,  programs, 
and  projects  including  but  not  limited  to 
those  affecting  areas  involved  in 
pending  legislation  for  wilderness 
designation  or  study. 

1950. 42  Director  of  En  virownen  tal 
Coordination 

The  Director  is  the  staff  official 
responsible  for  the  establishment  of 
national  standards,  procedures  and 
coordination  necessary  to  carry  out  the 
policies  and  implementation  of  NEPA 
for  the  Forest  Service. 

1950.43  Regional  Foresters,  Station 
Directors,  and  Area  Directors 

Officials  delegated  responsibility  for 
proposed  actions  are  responsible  for 
environmental  analyses  and 
documentation.  Delegations  of  authority 
are  specified  in  FSM  1230. 

Regional  Foresters,  Station  Directors, 
and  Area  Directors  are  authorized  to  file 
environmental  impact  statements 
directly  with  the  ^A  for  actions  within 
their  authority.  This  authority  may  be 
redelegated,  as  appropriate. 

1950.5  Definitions 

(See  FSH  1909.15,  Section  410) 


1951  Categorical  Exclusions 
(See  40  CFR  1508.4) 

In  addition  to  the  actions  listed  by  the 
Department  as  catergorical  exclusions  in 
7  CFR  3100.22,  the  classes  of  actions 
listed  below  are  also  categorically 
excluded  from  documentation  in  an 
environmental  assessment  or 
environmental  impact  statement.  These 
are  actions  which,  based  on  previous 
experience,  have  been  found  to  have 
limited  context  and  intensity  (40  CFR 
1508.27  (a)  and  (b))  and  produce  little  or 
no  environmental  effects  to  either  the 
biological  or  physical  components  of  the 
human  environment. 

1.  Routine  operations  and 
maintenance  actions.  Routine  operations 
are  ongoing  or  recurring  actions  which 
are  limited  in  scope  with  respect  to 
environmental  change  to  the  biological 
or  physical  components  of  the  human 
environment.  These  actions  include 
operations  that  do  not  alter  existing 
conditions — such  as  administration  of 
ongoing  operations,  equipment 
purchases,  custodial  actions,  posting  of 
signs,  and  station  and  area  surveillance. 

Routine  maintenance  means  the 
repair,  renovation,  and  upkeep  of 
facilities  and  improvements  at  the  same 
location  for  the  same  purpose.  Some 
routine  operations  or  activities,  such  as 
rights-of-way  maintenance  involving  the 
use  of  pesticides  or  storage  of  toxic 
substances,  may  be  of  sufficient  scope 
to  require  environmental  documents. 

2.  Actions  with  short-term  effects.  A 
few  examples  of  actions  within  this 
class  are  granting  and/or  renewal  of 
permits  for:  gathering  fire  wood, 
collecting  plant  materials,  siting  of  bee 
hives,  mountain  climbing,  and  river 
floating. 

3.  Actions  of  limited  magnitude: 
Actions  which  may  fall  within  this  class 
are:  small  timber  sales,  small  thinning 
and  pruning  projects,  small  seeding  and 
planting  projects,  and  range  and  wildlife 
improvement  projects  such  as  water 
trough  installation  or  short  lengths  of 
fences. 

Not  withstanding  the  categorical 
exclusions  listed  above,  the  responsible 
official  may  determine  that 
circumstances  dictate  the  need  to 
prepare  an  environmental  document. 

The  responsible  official  may  prepare  a 
decision  notice  to  document  the 
exclusion  of  a  particular  action. 

1952  When  To  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Assessment  (EA) 

An  environmental  assessment  must  be 
prepared  for  actions  other  than  those 
categorically  excluded,  specifically  and 
adequately  analyzed  and  discussed  by 
another  environmental  impact  statement 


or  environmental  assessment,  or  for 
which  a  decision  has  already  been  made 
to  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement. 

1953  When  To  Prepare  an 

En  vironnwntaJ  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  ^ 

EIS's  must  be  prepared  fon 

1.  Proposals  for  legislation 
recommended  by  the  Forest  Service 
which  are  determined  to  be  a  major 
Federal  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment. 

2.  Regional  and  Forest  land  and 
resource  management  plans. 

3.  Other  major  Federal  actions 
significantly  affecting  the  quality  of4he 
human  environment  that  have  not  been 
adequately  addressed  in  another 
environmental  impact  statement. 

"Major”  actions  and  "significant” 
effects  are  difficult  to  define  precisely 
and  uniformly  because  of  the  great 
variation  in  social,  economic,  physical, 
and  biological  conditions.  The 
responsible  official  shall  determine 
when  an  environmental  impact 
statement  is  needed. 

(See  40  CFR  1508.18  and  1508.27) 

1954  Emergencies 
(See  40  CFR  1506.11) 

Some  individual  actions  may  require 
immediate  attention,  such  as  those 
covered  in  Forest  Service  Manuals  1590 
and  3540,  to  prevent  or  reduce  risk  to 
public  health  or  safety  or  serious 
resource  loss.  These  include  but  are  not 
limited  to  fire  suppression,  oil  or  toxic 
substance  spills,  search  and  rescue, 
avalanche  abatement,  or  reduction  of 
impending  fire  losses.  Normally,  these 
actions  will  not  require  environmental 
documentation  unless  called  for  by  the 
responsible  line  officer.  The  Director  of 
Environmental  Coordination  will  consult 
with  the  Council  as  necessary  under  40 
CFR  1506.11. 

1955  Procedures  Related  to  Other 
Documents 

1955.1  Notice  of  Intent 

In  addition  to  requirements  of  40  CFR 
1508.22,  the  name  and  title  of  the 
responsible  official(s)  and  the  estimated 
dates  for  filing  the  draft  and  final 
environmental  impact  statement  must  be 
given. 

1955.2  Finding  of  No  Significant 
Impact 

(See  40  CFR  1508.13) 

1955.3  Record  of  Decision 

A  record  of  decision  is  a  separate 
document  which  records  the  decision  of 
the  responsible  official.  In  addition  to 
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the  requirements  in  40  CFR  1505.2,  the 
location,  administrative  unit,  and  a 
statement  indicating  whether  or  not  the 
decision  is  subject  to  administrative 
review  (36  CFR  211.19)  must  be  provided 
in  the  record  of  decision. 

For  decisions  that  are  subject  to 
administrative  review,  the  responsible 
official  must  sign  and  date  the  record  of 
decision  on  the  date  that  it  and  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement  are 
transmitted  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  and  made  available 
to  the  public. 

For  decisions  that  are  not  subject  to 
administrative  review,  the  record  of 
decision  shall  not  be  signed  and  dated 
until  30  days  after  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  publishes  the  notice 
of  availability  of  the  final  environmental 
impact  statement  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

1955.4  Decision  Notice 

At  the  time  of  decision  the  responsible 
official  shall  sign  and  date  a  decision 
notice  indicating  what  the  decision  was 
in  cases  where  an  environmental 
assessment  has  been  prepared.  The 
decision  notice  also  must  include  the 
reasons  for  the  decision  and  a  statement 
on  appeal  rights  (36  CFR  211.19)  as 
appropriate. 

The  responsible  official  shall  notify 
the  public  of  the  decision  or  availability 
of  the  decision  notice  as  appropriate. 


U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture — Forest 
Service  FSH  1909.15 

NEPA  Implementing  Procedures 
Handbook 

The  Forest  Service  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA) 
process  consists  of  all  measures 
necessary  for  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  Section  2  and  Title  1  of 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act, 
as  amended.  This  handbook  provides 
procedural  guidelines  for  implementing 
the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
(the  Council)  Regulations  40  CFR  1500- 
1506,  as  they  pertain  to  Forest  Service 
activities. 

Environmental  analyses, 
environmental  documents,  decision,  and 
implementation  and  monitoring  are  the 
primary  subjects  addressed.  Objectives, 
policies,  responsibilites,  and 
identification  of  typical  classes  of 
actions  which  require  or  do  not  require 
environemntal  documents  are  addressed 
in  FSM 1950. 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture — ^Forest 
Service 

NEPA  Implementing  Procedures  Handbook 

Contents 

Chapter 

100  Environmental  Analysis. 

200  Environmental  Assessments. 

300  Environmental  Impact  Statements. 

400  References. 


NEPA  Implementing  Procedures  Handbook 

Chapter  100. — Environmental  Analysis 

Contents 

Chapter 

110  Definitions. 

120  Analysis  Actions. 

120.1  Identify  Purpose  and  Need. 

120.2  Develop  Criteria. 

120.3  Collect  Data. 

120.4  Interpret  Data. 

120.5  Formulate  Alternatives. 

120.6  Estimate  Effects. 

120.7  Evaluate  Alternatives  and  Identify  the 
Forest  Service  Preferred  Alternative. 

Chapter  100. — Environmental  Analysis 

Environmental  analysis  is  the  process 
necessary  for  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  assessment  or 
environmental  impact  statement.  It  is  an 
analysis  of  alternative  actions,  and  their 
predictable  short-  and  long-term 
environmental  effects,  which  include 
physical,  biological,  economic  and 
social  factors  and  their  interactions.  If 
an  action  is  determined  to  be 
categorically  excluded,  no 
environmental  analysis  is  required  (see 
FSM  1951). 

The  usual  relationships  between  the 
environmental  analysis,  the 
environmental  documents,  the  decision 
documents,  and  implementation  are 
shown  below: 

BIU.ING  CODE  3410-1 1-M 
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If  the  need  for  an  EIS  has 
not  been  determined: 


If  the  need  for  an  EIS  has 
been  determined:  (FSM  1953) 


1/  If  the  decision  is  not  subject  to  administrative  review  (36  CFR  211.19)', 
Ihe  record  of  decision  Is  signed  and  dated  no  sooner  than  30  days  after 
the  notice  of  availability  of  the  final  EIS  has  been  published  In  the 
Federal  Register. 


BILLING  CODE  3410-11-G 
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A  model  of  the  NEPA  Process 
illustrating  environmental  analysis, 
documentation,  decision, 


110  Definitions 

Definitions  and  terminology  for  the 
NEPA  process  are  included  in  Section 
410. 

120  Analysis  Actions 

Environmental  analysis  uses  a 
systematic  interdisciplinary  approach  to 
examine  a  proposed  action  and 
alternatives,  and  their  effects,  as  an  aid 
to  identify  a  preferred  course  of  action. 
The  process  is  intended  to  be  an 
integrated  component  of  plarming  and 
decisionmaking  for  actions  for  which  the 
preparation  of  an  environmental 
assessment  or  environmental  impact 
statement  has  been  determined  to  be 
necessary.  Therefore,  the  environmental 
analysis  process  should  provide  the 
information  and  opportunity  for 
exchange  of  ideas  involved  in  the 
development  of  an  environmental 
assessment  or  an  environmental  impact 
statement  at  a  meaningful  stage  in 
decisionmaking. 

Because  the  nature  and  complexity  of 
the  proposed  action  determines  the 
scope  and  intensity  of  the  analysis 
required,  no  single  preferred  technique 
is  required  or  prescribed.  Various  steps 
of  the  process  outlined  in  this  handbook 
may  be  combined  or  omitted  as 
appropriate.  The  disciplines  involved  in 
an  analysis  should  be  appropriate  to  the 
scope  of  the  proposed  action  and  issues 
identified.  In  each  analysis,  use  should 
be  made  of  previously  documented 
information  to  avoid  duplication  of 
efforts.  The  responsibility  for 
determining  the  scope  and  intensity  of 
an  environmental  analysis  rests  with  the 
line  ofBcer  responsible  for  the  decision 
on  the  action  being  proposed. 

If  the  need  to  complete  the  analysis  is 
eliminated  (that  is,  if  a  project 
application  is  withdrawn,  or  for  other 


implementation  and  monitoring,  and 
usual  role  of  participants  is  shown 
below: 


reasons),  the  analysis  should  be 
terminated  and  the  interested  parties 
informed. 

When  an  environmental  analysis 
deals  with  the  establishment  of 
standards,  criteria,  and  guidelines  as 
discussed  in  36  CFR  216,  required 
documentation  is  in  accordance  with 
Interim  Directive  No.  6,  FSM 1626.  ♦ 

120. 1  Identify  Purpose  and  Need 

Environmental  analyses  begin  by 
identifying  the  objectives,  issues, 
concerns,  and  opportunities  to  be 
addressed  and  the  need  for  a  decision. 

120.2  Develop  Criteria 

Criteria  and  standards  that  are  used 
to  guide  the  process  should  be  agreed 
i^)on  early. 

At  the  outset,  the  responsible  official 
or  designated  staff  determines  from 
documentation  already  available  and 
other  prior  experience  related  to  the 
proposed  action,  the  approximate  extent 
of  analysis  which  will  be  required  to 
provide  a  basis  for  an  informed 
decision.  This  preliminary  determination 
will  assist  in  the  choice  of  whether  it 
will  be  necessary  to  create  an 
interdisciplinary  team  of  preparers  or 
reviewers  to  carry  out  the  remainder  of 
the  analysis  process,  or  whether  a  much 
less  formal  interdisciplinary  approach 
will  suffice  (see  220.1).  This  initial 
appraisal  also  contributes  to  and  guides 
subsequent  steps  in  the  analysis 
process.  The  following  considerations 
are  among  those  appropriate  in  this 
initial  step. 

1.  Actions  adequately  addressed  by 
another  environmental  document  such 
as  in  an  environmental  impact  statement 
for  a  Forest  Plan.  For  such  actions,  it  is 
possible  to  prepare  a  record  of  decision 
or  a  decision  notice  and  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  adopting  the 


previously  prepared  EA  or  EIS  with  no 
further  analysis  necessary. 

2.  Environmental  effects  or  other 
information  discussed  in  another 
environmental  document  or  other 
records  may  narrow  the  scope  of  the 
environmental  analysis  necessary  and 
be  incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
environmental  documents  prepared  for 
the  proposed  action  (See  220.4  (Tiering), 
220.5  (Adoption),  330.6  (Incorporation  by 
Reference)). 

Forest  ^rvice  objectives  established 
in  policies  and  plans  are  considered  in 
establishing  criteria  and  standards.  The 
objectives  may  help  in  the  identiHcation 
of  significant,  issues,  concerns,  and 
opportunities  to  be  addressed  in  detail 
during  the  analysis  and  determine  the 
criteria  for  the  subsequent  steps  in  the 
analysis. 

Criteria  are  frequently  needed  in 
regard  to  the  following  items: 

1.  The  kind,  detail,  and  accuracy  of 
data, 

2.  The  depth  or  level  of  analysis,  and 

3.  The  formulation  and  evaluation  of 
alternatives. 

Criteria  are  adjusted  throughout  the 
process  as  necessary. 

120.3  Collect  Data 

The  type  and  amount  of  data  to  be 
collected  depends  on  the  situation, 
objectives,  issues,  concerns, 
opportunities,  and  scope  of  anticipated 
effects.  Data  collection  should  focus  on 
the  present  and  expected  future 
conditions  of  those  physical,  biological, 
economic,  and  social  factors  affecting 
and  affected  by  the  decision. 
Assumptions  and  methods  used  in  the 
analysis  should  be  recorded  for 
subsequent  use  in  documentation. 
Sources  of  data  should  be  documented. 
Worst-case  analysis  procedures  for 
environmental  impact  statements  should 
be  followed  in  the  event  that  essential 
information  to  a  reasoned  choice  is  not 
known  or  is  not  available.  (See  40  CFR 
1502.22). 

120.4  Interpret  Data 

Data  and  information  should  be 
interpreted  to  provide  an  understanding 
of  current  and  expected  future 
conditions  related  to  the  objectives, 
issues,  and  concerns.  This  may  include 
supply  and  demend  relationships  and 
other  relevant  physical,  biological, 
economic,  and  social  factors. 

120.5  Formulate  Alternatives 

A  reasonable  range  of  alternatives  is 
developed  to  provide  different  ways  to 
address  the  objectives  and  significant 
issues,  concerns,  and  opportunities. 


Usual  Role  of  Participants 


NEPA  process 


Responsible  official 


Staff,  specialist  or 
interdisciplinary  team 


Agencies,  organizations, 
and  individuals 


1  Environmental  analysis  actions: ' ' 
A.  Identify  purpose  and  need.... 


Approval.. 


B.  Develop  criteria . Approval.. 


ResponaWe.. 

Responsible.. 


D  Interpret  data  analyze  the  situa¬ 
tion. 


H.  Identify  the  FS  preferred  alterna¬ 
tive’ 


4.  Implementation  and  monitoring . . 


ResponsUe. . . . . 

Assist . - . 

Recommerid 
Recommend 
Provide  information 
Provide  information 


■  Analysis  actions  may  be  corribined  as  appropriate  to  the  situation. 
*  Unless  categorically  excluded. 

’  When  an  EIS  is  reined. 
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Objectives  from  legislation  or  higher- 
order  Forest  Service  plans,  programs, 
and  policies  guide  but  do  not  necessarily 
limit  the  range  of  alternatives.  The  range 
of  alternatives  must  be  broad  enough  to 
respond  to  signibcant  objectives,  issues, 
concerns  and  opportunities.  All 
reasonable  alternatives  are  considered 
in  the  process  of  developing  the 
reasonable  range. 

“the  phrase  ‘all  reasonable  alternatives’  is 
Hrmly  established  in  the  case-law 
interpreting  the  NEPA  The  phrase  has  not 
been  interpreted  to  require  that  an  infinite  or 
unreasonable  number  of  alternatives  be 
analyzed.”  (Supplementary  information  for 
the  Council's  Regulations,  Federal  Register 
Vol.  43,  No.  230,  Nov.  29, 1978,  p.  55983). 

The  alternative  of  taking  no  action 
must  always  be  considered.  Two  ' 
distinct  interpretations  of  “no  action” 
are  often  possible  depending  on  the 
nature  of  the  proposal  being  evaluated. 
The  first  situation  might  involve  an 
action  such  as  updating  a  land 
management  plan  where  ongoing 
programs  initiated  under  existing 
legislation  and  regulations  will  continue, 
even  as  new  plans  are  developed.  In 
these  cases  “no  action”  is  “no  change” 
from  current  management  direction  or 
level  of  management  intensity.  To 
construct  an  alternative  that  is  based  on 
no  managment  at  all  would  be  a  useless 
academic  exercise.  Therefore,  the  “no- 
action"  alternative  may  be  thought  of  in 
terms  of  continuing  with  the  present 
course  of  action  until  that  action  is 
changed.  Consequently,  projected 
impacts  of  alternative  management 
schemes  would  be  compared  to  those 
impacts  projected  for  the  existing  plan. 
In  this  case,  alternatives  would 
ordinarily  include  management  plans  of 
both  greater  and  lesser  intensity, 
especially  greater  and  lesser  levels  of 
resource  development. 

The  second  interpretation  of  “no 
action”  is  illustrated  in  instances 
involving  Federal  decisions  on 
proposals  for  projects.  "No  action”  in 
such  cases  would  mean  the  proposed 
activity  would  not  take  place.  T^e 
resulting  environmental  effects  from 
taking  no  action  would  be  compared 
with  the  effects  of  permitting  the 
proposed  activity  or  an  alternative 
activity  to  go  forward. 

In  this  case  the  analysis  can  provide  a 
benchmark,  enabling  decisionmakers  to 
compare  the  magnitude  of 
environmental  effects  of  the  action 
alternatives.  Reasonable  alternatives 
outside  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Forest 
Service  are  also  considered  when 
environmental  impact  statements  are 
involved  (see  40  6FR  1502.14). 

Alternatives  should  be  fully  and 
impartially  developed.  Care  should  be 


taken  to  ensure  that  the  range  of 
alternatives  does  not  prematurely 
foreclose  options  which  might  protect, 
restore,  and  enhance  the  environment. 

Alternatives  are  often  modified  and/ 
or  new  alternatives  may  be  developed 
as  the  analysis  proceeds. 

Alternatives  should  be  formulated  to 
include  management  requirements, 
mitigation  measures,  and  monitoring  of 
environmental  effects. 

120.6  Estimate  Effects 
(See  40  CFR  1508.8) 

The  appropriate  effects  of 
implementing  each  alternative  is 
estimated.  Direct,  indirect,  and 
cumulative  effects  should  be  considered. 
Effects  are  expressed  in  terms  of 
changes  in  the  physical,  biological, 
economic,  and  social  components  of  the 
environment  for  each  alternative.  The 
changes  should  be  those  associated  with 
implementation  of  alternatives  and 
when  possible  should  be  analyzed  in 
terms  of  differences  from  the  present 
condition,  magnitude,  duration,  and 
significance.  See  Section  420  for  a  list  of 
environmental  factors  which  may 
change  as  a  result  of  implementation  of 
the  various  alternatives.  It  is  not  always 
necessary  to  deal  with  all  factors  and 
components  of  the  environment.  The 
effects  considered  in  detail  should  be 
those  of  significance  to  the  objectives, 
issues,  concerns,  and  opportunities. 

Unquantified  environmental  amenities 
and  values  should  be  given  appropriate 
consideration. 

If  the  information  relevant  to  adverse 
impacts  is  essential  to  a  reasoned  choice 
among  alternatives  being  considered  in 
an  environmental  impact  statement  is 
not  known,  see  40  CFR  1502.22. 

If  indicators  of  economic  efficiency 
are  appropriate,  they  are  developed  in 
this  step.  When  this  is  done,  the 
relationship  of  economic  efficiency  and 
any  analysis  of  unquantified 
environmental  impacts,  values,  and 
amenities  should  be  identified. 

Although  separate  analysis  is  not 
necessary,  the  following  are  considered 
for  all  alternatives: 

1.  Effects  on  consumers,  civil  rights, 
minority  groups  and  women. 

(Secretary’s  memorandum  1662, 
supplement  8  and  OMB  Circular  A-19, 
FSM 1730). 

2.  Effects  upon  prime  farmland, 
rangeland,  and  forest  land. 

3.  Effects  upon  wetlands  and  flood 
plains. 

4.  Effects  upon  threatened  and 
endangered  species. 

5.  Cultural  resources. 


120.7  Evaluate  Alternatives  and 
Identify  the  Forest  Service  Preferred 
Alternative 

Using  evaluation  criteria,  alternatives 
are  compared.  This  evaluation  provides 
a  basis  for  identifying  preferable 
alternative) s)  and  the  need  for  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) — 
if  not  otherwise  required. 

When  the  need  for  an  EIS  has  not 
already  been  established  (FSM  1953.), 
the  significance  of  effects  should  be 
considered  in  terms  of  context  and 
intensity  in  determining  the  need  for  an 
EIS.  (See  40  CFR  1508J27,  “significantly” 
for  definition  of  context  and  intensity). 

Chapter  200. — Environmental  Assessments 

Contents 

Chapter 

210  Documentation. 

210.1  Format  and  Content. 

210.2  Processing  Environmental 
Assessments  (Reserved). 

220  Other  Considerations. 

220.1  Interdisciplinary  Approach 

220.2  Public  Involvement 

220.3  Responsibilities  (When  Applicants 
and  Contractors  Are  Involved). 

220.4  Tiering. 

220.5  Adoption. 

220.6  Incorporation  by  Reference. 

230  Decision. 

230.1  Decision  Notice. 

230.2  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impaot. 

230.3  Unprecedented  Action  Similar  to 
Those  Whidi  Normally  Require  an  EB. 

230.4  Actions  Involvuig  Flood  Plains  and 
Wetlands. 

230.5  Actions  with  Effects  of  National 
Concern 

230.6  Distribution. 

240  Implementation  and  Monitoring. 

Chapter  200. — Environmental 
Assessments 

This  section  provides  implementing 
procedures  concerning  environmental 
assessments.  (See  40  CFR  1508.9.) 

210  DOCUMENTATION 
(See  FSM  1952.) 

If  environmental  analysis  reveals  that 
an  action  significantly  affects  the  quality 
of  the  human  environment,  then  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
needed  and  a  notice  of  intent  is 
published.  Although  the  actual  length 
and  detail  of  documentation  in  an 
environmental  assessment  may  vary,  an 
environmental  assessment  normally 
should  not  exceed  15  pages. 

210. 1  Format  and  Content 
(See  40  CFR  1508.9(b)) 

An  environmental  assessment  may  be 
prepared  in  any  format  useful  to 
facilitate  planning  and  decisionmaking. 
It  must  include  brief  discussion  of: 
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1.  The  need  for  the  proposal, 

2.  Alternatives  as  required  by  Section 
102(2)(E)  ofNEPA,  and 

3.  Environmental  impacts  of  the 
proposed  action  and  alternatives. 

4.  The  assessment  must  also  include  a 
listing  of  agencies  and  persons 
consulted. 

220. 1  Interdisciplinary  Approach 

NEPA  requires  a  systematic, 
interdisciplinary  approach  which  will 
ensure  an  integrated  use  of  the  natural 
and  social  sciences  and  the 
environmental  design  arts  in  planning 
and  decisionmaking  which  may  have  an 
impact  on  the  human  environment. 

The  interdisciplinary  approach  used 
in  environmental  analysis  for  those 
actions  documented  in  environmental 
assessments  will  vary  according  to  the 
judgment  of  the  responsible  ofticial.  It  is 
not  necessary  to  establish 
interdisciplinary  teams  for  all  analyses. 
For  example,  if  an  individual  assigned  to 
do  a  simple  environmental  assessment, 
he  or  she  must  consider  the  physical, 
biological,  economic,  and  social  factors 
pertinent  to  the  decision  in  order  to  meet 
interdisciplinary  requirements.  The 
more  complex  a  decision  is,  the  greater 
the  likelihood  that  a  team  of  preparers 
(more  than  one  individual)  and/or 
reviewers  should  be  used.  See  section 

350.1  for  additional  information  if 
interdisciplinary  teams  are  involved. 

Any  approach  that  fosters 
interdisciplinary  exhange  of  information 
concerning  the  analysis,  the 
assessement,  and  the  decision  is 
preferred. 

220.2  Public  Involvement 

(See  40  CFR  1506.6.) 

The  responsible  official  may 
determine  in  certain  cases  to  apply  the 
scoping  concept  to  the  preparation  of  an 
environmental  assessment. 

220.3  Responsibilities.  (When 
Applicants  and  Contractors  are 
Involved) 

(See  40  CFR  1506.5(b).) 

Project  proponents  may  be  required  to 
provide  data  and  documentation.  When 
an  applicant  is  permitted  to  prepare  an 
environmental  assessment  or  a 
contractor  is  employed,  their  activities 
should  be  limited  to  those  shown  as  the 
usual  role  of  participants  for  staff, 
specialists,  and  interdisciplinary  teams 
in  the  table  shown  in  Chapter  100  of  this 
Handbook. 

Applicants  or  contractors  may  be 
required  to  conduct  studies  to  determine 


the  impact  of  the  proposed  action  on  the 
human  environment. 

220.4  Tiering 

(See  40  CFR  1502.20  and  1506.28.) 

Tiering  is  appropriate  to 
environmental  assessments  as  well  as 
environmental  impact  statements.  (See 
also  section  352.). 

220.5  Adoption. 

(See  40  CFR  1506.3.) 

Adoption  is  appropriate  to 
environmental  assessments  as  well  as 
environmental  impact  statements, 

220.3  Incorporation  by  Reference. 

(See  40  CFR  1502.21.) 

230  Decision 
230.1  Decision  Notice 

A  decision  notice  may  be  a  separate 
document  or  combined  with  a  finding  of 
no  significant  impact  which  is  attached 
to  the  environmental  assessment. 

The  decision  notice  may  also  be  an 
integral  part  of  simple  environmental 
assessments.  See  &chibit  1  of  this 
chapter  for  a  sample  combined  decision 
notice  and  finding  of  no  significant 
impact. 

See  Exhibit  2  of  this  chapter  for  a 
sample  combined  environmental 
assessment,  decision  notice,  and  finding 
of  no  significant  impact. 

The  responsible  official  signs  and 
dates  the  decision  notice  and  notifies 
the  public  as  appropriate.  For  those 
actions  subject  to  administrative  review 
(appeals)  (38  CFR  211.19),  the  appeal 
period  begins  with  the  date  of  fixe 
decision.  The  decision  notice  briefly 
states: 

1.  what  the  decision  was  and  the  date, 

2.  the  reasons  for  the  decision, 

3.  the  finding  of  no  significant  impact 
(when  combined  with  the  decision 
notice,  see  Section  230.1  above)  and, 

4.  the  appeal  rights  (36  CFR  211.19),  as 
appropriate. 

In  most  situations  involving 
environmental  assessments, 
implementation  can  take  place 
immediately  after  the  decision  notice  is 
signed. 

230.2  Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 
(See  40  CFR  1506.13.) 

A  finding  of  no  significiant  impact 
may  be  included  as  an  integral  part  of 
the  decision  notice. 


Exhibit  1. — Sample  Decision  Notice  and 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

Decision  Notice  and  Finding  of  no 
Significant  Impact  (Lower  Star  River 
Recreation  Project,  Summit  County, 
Colorado) 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Star  Mountain 
National  Forest 

An  environmental  assessment  that 
discusses  proposed  recreation 
development  on  150  acres  of  National 
Forest  lands  adjacent  to  six  (6)  miles  of 
the  Star  River  is  available  for  public 
review  in  the  Forest  Service  Office  in 
Central,  Colorado.  This  project  involves 
the  flood  plains  and  wetlands  adjacent 
to  the  Star  River. 

It  is  my  decision  to  adopt  Alternative 
B  for  the  recreation  development  and 
management  for  these  National  Forest 
System  lands.  This  alternative  calls  for 
moderate  development  and  use, 
including  two  day-use  picnic  sites,  40 
developed  camping  sites,  and  12  miles  of 
nature  trails.  Alternative  B  provides  for 
recreation  development  and  use  with 
minimum  environmental  impacts  near  a 
metropolitan  area  with  rapidly 
increasing  demand  for  recreational 
opporhmities.^  Other  alternatives 
considered  were  (A)  the  no-action 
alternative  which  would  continue 
present  management,  (C)  maximum 
development  and  use  to  accommodate 
10,000  persons  at  one  time,  and  (D)  ah 
alternative  that  would  allow  for  day-use 
only.  The  assessment  evaluates  the  site- 
specific  design  and  construction 
necessary  to  implement  some  of  the 
management  decisions  contained  in  the 
Star  Mountaiun  National  Forest  Plan. 

The  District  Ranger  is  directed  to 
modify  Alternative  B  to  initiate  a 
monitoring  program  to  determine 
annually  the  effects  of  project  „ 

implementation  upon  the  water  quality 
of  the  Lower  Star  River.  In  addition,  the 
use  of  the  area  shall  be  limited  to  not 
more  than  5,000  persons  at  one  time. 
Mitigation  measures  to  avoid 
environmental  harm  are  specified  in  the 
environmental  assessment. 

Alternative  B;  with  specified 
mitigation  measures  and  monitoring, 
provides  the  best  combination  of 
physical,  biological,  social,  and 
economic  benefits  and  is  considered  to 
be  the  environmentally  preferable 
alternative. 

I  have  determined  that  this  is  not  a 
major  Federal  action  that  would 
significantly  affect  the  quality  of  the 
human  environment.  Therefore,  an 
environmental  impact  statement  is  not 


'Decision  and  reasons  fur  the  decision. 
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needed.  This  determination  was  made 
considering  the  following  factors:  (a) 
construction  of  roads  and  day-use 
recreational  facilities  on  15C  acres  will 
have  only  a  slight  effect  on  the 
ecosystem;  (b)  there  are  no  irreversible 
resource  commitments  or  irretrievable 
loss  of  timber  production  on  lands  used 
for  roads  and  parking  lots;  (c)  there  are 
no  apparent  adverse  cumulative  or 
secondary  effects;  (d)  the  physical  and 
biological  effects  are  limited  to  the  area 
of  planned  development  and  use;  and  (e) 
no  known  threatened  or  endangered 
plants  or  animals  are  within  the  affected 
area.® 

Project  implementation  will  take  place 
no  sooner  that  30  days  from  the  date  of 
this  decision.* 

This  decision  is  subject  to 
administrative  review  (appeal]  pursuant 
to  36  CFR  211.19. 

Dated:  September  1, 1984. 

William  E.  Hill, 

Forest  Supervisor. 

Exhibit  2. — Sample  Environmental 
Assessment,  Decision  Notice,  and 
Finding  of  No  Significant  Impact 

Environmental  Assessment  Decision- 
Notice  Finding  of  no  Significant 
Impact— Pretaining  to  Right-of-Way 
Acquisition  for  the  Deer  Park  Work 
Center,  North  Side  Ranger  District, 
Summit  County,  Colorado 

USDA  Forest  Service,  Star  Mountain 
National  Forest 

It  has  been  determined  through  a  land 
survey  that  a  small  portion  of  the  road 
that  provides  access  to  the  Deer  Park 
Work  Center  is  located  on  private  land. 
Moreover,  other  Forest  Service 
constructed  improvements  including  a 
weather  station  and  a  fence  are  also 
located  on  the  private  land.  '' 

The  affected  private  land  consists  of  a 
small  triangular-shaped  parcel, 
approximately  0.08  acre  in  size  which  is 
wedged  between  the  federally  owned 
administrative  site  and  County  Highway 
Number  136.  The  shape  of  the  parcel 
and  its  small  size  result  from  the  fact 
that  most  of  the  subdivision  lot  of  which 
it  was  once  a  part  was  acquired  for 
County  Highway  purposes.  The  parcel  is 
a  part  of  Lot  1,  Block  1,  Deer  Park 


‘Factors  that  were  considered  in  making  the 
determination  than  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  was  not  required  (finding  of  no 
significant  impact). 

‘Date  when  implementation  may  start.  For  this 
example  wetlands  and  flood  plains  are  involved. 
The  “brief  review  period  before  taking  any  action” 
required  by  Executive  Order  11988  and  Executive 
Order  11990  will  be  met  by  the  30-day  waiting 
period  before  implementation. 


Subdivision  in  Section  6,  T.8S.,  R.70W., 

6th  PM. 

Occupancy  of  the  private  land  is 
occurring  at  the  will  of  the  landowner. 
However,  the  landowner  desires 
resolution  of  the  matter. 

The  practical  alternatives  available  to 
the  Forest  Service  for  resolving  the 
situation  are: 

1.  relocate  the  access  road  and 
improvements, 

2.  purchase  a  right-of-way  easement 
for  road  purposes  and  relocate  the  other 
improvements, 

3.  purchase  a  right-of-way  in  fee 
which  would  include  all  of  the  parcel, 
and 

4.  purchase  the  parcel  in  fee  through 
land  purchase  authorities  and  purchase 
a  right-of-way  easement. 

The  alternatives  of  no  action  and  land 
exchange  were  identified,  but 
considered  impractical.  The  no-action 
alternative  is  not  legally  appropriate, 
and  land  exchange  would  not  be 
practical  because  of  the  very  small 
acreage  involved. . 

Each  of  the  alternatives  were 
evaluated  on  the  basis  of  applicable 
laws  and  policies,  physical 
opportunities,  relative  costs,  and  social 
benefits. 

The  relocation  alternative  would 
require  obliteration  of  the  existing  road 
entryway,  construction  of  a  new 
entryway  northwest  of  the  existing,  and 
construction  of  a  new  site  for  the 
weather  station.  Construction  at  the 
alternate  roadway  location  would 
require  a  substantial  amount  of  road  fill, 
and  result  in  a  winding  road  alignment. 
The  resulting  traffic  circulation  pattern 
would  not  be  as  safe  or  convenient  as 
the  existing  pattern.  The  private  parcel 
would  no  longer  be  occupied  by  Forest 
Service  improvements;  however, 
because  of  its  shape,  small  size,  and 
location,  the  parcel  appears  unsuitable 
for  any  other  beneficial  use.  This 
alternative  would  cost  about  $50,000. 

The  alternative  of  purchasing  a  right- 
of-way  easement  would  permit 
continued  use  of  the  present  entryway, 
but  necessitate  relocation  of  the  weather 
station.  Because  of  the  small  size  and 
configuration  of  the  parcel  and  the 
impact  of  road  use,  acquisition  of  a 
partial  interest  for  a  road  right-of-way 
would  prevent  any  other  effective  use  of 
the  parcel  and  would  result  in  severence 
damages  equivalent  to  the  value  of  the 
fee  estate.  This  alternative  would  cost 
about  $5,000. 

The  alternative  of  purchasing  a  right- 
of-way  in  fee  that  would  include  all  of 
the  parcel  would  permit  continued  use 
of  the  entryway  and  weather  station.  It 


would  also  result  in  the  establishment  of 
straight  and  logical  property  lines,  and 
the  most  beneficial  use  of  the  land.  This 
alternative  would  involve  the  least  cost 
(about  $500). 

The  alternative  of  purchasing  the 
parcel  in  fee  under  authorities  for  the 
acquisition  of  administrative  sites  would 
provide  the  same  results  as  the  previous 
alternative,  except  that  it  would  entail 
more  cost  to  the  government  due  to 
future  administrative  costs.  Provision  for 
use  of  these  authorities  must  be  made  in 
applicable  appropriations. 

Consequently,  the  acquisition  process  is 
more  extended  and  complicated. 

Because  of  limited  access  opportunity 
to  the  Work  Center  and  the  layout  of 
Forest  Service  buildings  in  relation  to 
the  location  of  the  existing  entry  way, 
the  Forest  Service  desires  to  acquire 
rights  to  the  property  rather  than 
relocate  the  road  and  other 
improvements.  The  County  Highway 
Department  and  Summit  County 
Commissioners  were  consulted 
concerning  the  right-of-way  acquisition 
and  had  no  objections. 

It  is  my  decision  to  proceed  with  the 
alternative  of  purchasing  a  right-of-way 
in  fee.  This  alternative  will  provide  the 
most  suitable  and  safe  access  to  the 
Work  Center  at  the  least  cost  and  is 
considered  the  environmentally 
preferred  alternative.  In  addition,  it  will 
improve  property  lines  and  result  in  the 
most  beneficial  use  of  this  parcel  of 
land.  While  it  is  the  general  policy  (FSM 
5461.03a.3.]  to  acquire  right-of-way 
easements,  the  authority  to  acquire 
rights-of-way  is  broad  enough  to  acquire 
a  right-of-way  area  in  fee.  It  is  evident 
fi'om  the  circumstances  of  this  situation 
that  fee  acquisition  is  appropriate. 

This  proposal  would  create  no 
adverse  resource  impact  in  the  area. 
There  are  no  known  threatened  or 
endangered  species  or  wetlands  or  flood 
plains  present  in  the  afiected  area. 

Based  on  the  facts  and  circumstances 
discussed  herein,  it  is  determined  that 
there  will  be  no  significant  impact  on 
the  quality  of  the  human  environment; 
therefore,  an  environmental  impact 
statement  will  not  be  prepared. 

Implementation  of  the  right-of-way 
acquisition  may  take  place  immediately. 
Implementation  is  subject  to 
administrative  review  (appeal)  pursuant 
to  36  CFR  211.19.  The  45-day  period  for 
administrative  review  begins  with  the 
date  of  this  decision. 

Questions  regarding  this  decision 
should  be  sent  to  the  Regional  Forester, 
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USDA  Forest  Service,  8434  W.  Custer 
Ave.,  Summit,  Colomdo  80225. 

WiOian  Watson, 

Regional  Forester. 

230.3  Unprecedented  Actions  or 
Actions  Similar  to  Those  Which 
Normally  Require  an  EIS 

(See  40  CFR  1501.4e) 

Decisions  are  not  implemented  until 
after  the  decision  notice  and  Hnding  of 
no  significant  impact  have  been 
available  for  public  review  (including 
State  and  areawide  clearinghouses)  for 
30  days  when: 

1.  the  proposed  action  is  or  is  closely 
similar  to  one  which  normally  requires 
preparation  of  an  environmental  impact 
statement  or 

2.  the  nature  of  the  proposed  action  is 
without  precedent 

At  the  end  of  the  30-day  period  the 
action  may  be  implemented  or  a  notice 
of  intent  to  prepare  an  environmental 
impact  statement  may  be  published. 

230.4  Actions  Involving  Flood  Plains 
and  Wetlands 

The  decision  notice  is  signed  and 
dated.  It  states  that  implementation  will 
not  take  place  until  30  days  have 
elapsed  to  allow  a  reasonable  period  of 
public  review  as  required  by  Executive 
Order  11988  and  Executive  Order  11990. 

230.5  Actions  with  Effects  of  National 
Concern 

If  the  responsible  official  determines 
that  an  environmental  impact  statement 
is  not  needed  but  the  effects  of  the 
action  are  of  national  concern,  the 
decision  notice  and  finding  of  no 
significant  impact  are  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  sent  to  State  and 
areaw'ide  clearinghouses. 

230.6  Distribution 

Environmental  assessments,  decision 
notices,  and  findings  of  no  significant 
impact  are  distributed  in  a  manner  that 
the  responsible  official  deems 
appropriate. 

240  Implementation  and  Monitoring 

240.1  Implementation 

Implementation  of  actions 
documented  in  a  decision  notice  not 
involving  the  situations  described  in 
Sections  230.3  and  230.4  may  take  place 
immediately  after  the  decision  notice  is 
signed  and  dated.  Implementation 
includes  responding  to  any  requirements 
for  mitigation  or  monitoring  included  in 
the  environmental  assessment  or 
decision  notice. 

2402  Monitoring 

Actions  are  monitored  to  ensure  that 


1.  environmental  safeguards  are 
executed  according  to  plan, 

2.  necessary  adjustments  are  made  to 
achieve  desired  environmental  effects, 
and 

3.  anticipated  results  are  achieved. 

Chapter  300. — Environmental  Impact 

Statements 

Contents 

Chapter 
310  Scoping. 

320  Documentation. 

321  Notice  of  Intent  (NOI). 

321.1  Composite  Lists. 

330  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (BIS). 

330.1  When  To  Prepare. 

330.11  Proposals  for  Legislation. 

330.2  Page  Limits. 

330.3  Writing. 

330.4  Format. 

330.5  Content. 

330.6  Incorporation  by  Reference. 

330.7  Incomplete  or  Unavailable 
Information. 

330.8  Cost-Benefit  Analysis. 

330.9  Methodology  and  Scientific  Accuracy. 

331  Processing  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

332  Corrections.  Supplements,  or  Revisions. 

332.1  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

332.2  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

340  Review  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

341  Forest  Service  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

341.1  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

341.2  Final  Bn\ironmental  Impact 
Statements. 

342  Other  Agency  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

342.1  Referrals. 

350  Other  Requirements. 

350.1  Interdisciplinary  Approach  and 
Interdisciplinary  Teams. 

350.2  Public  Involvement 

350.3  Enwonmental  Review  and 
Consultation  Requirement. 

350.4  Elimination  of  Duplication  With  State 
and  Local  Jurisdiction  and  Special 
Expertise. 

350.5  Federal  and  State  Agencies  With 
Legal  Jurisdiction  or  Special  Expertise. 

350.6  Limitations  on  Actions  During  the 
NEPA  Process. 

310  Scoping. 

340  Review  of  Environmental  Impact 
Statements. 

351  Responsibilities  (When  Applicants  and 
Contractors  Are  Involved). 

352  Tiering. 

353  Adoption. 

354  Lead  Agency. 

355  Cooperating  Agency. 

356  Distribution. 

356.1  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement. 

356.2  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement. 

356.3  Distribution  Lists. 

356.31  State  and  Local  Agencies. 

356.32  Organizations. 


356.33  Individuals. 

356.34  Federal  Agencies. 

360  Decision. 

300.1  Record  of  Decision. 

300.2  Distribution. 

370  Implementation  and  Monitoring. 

370.1  Implementation. 

370.2  Monitoring. 

Chapter  300. — Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

This  chapter  provides  implementing 
procedures  for  environmental  impact 
statements. 

310  Scoping 
(See  40  CFR  1501.7) 

The  scoping  process  is  an  integrated 
combination  of  public  participation  and 
coordination,  document  research,  and 
administrative  activities  which  lay  a 
foundataion  for  environmental  analyses. 
The  actions  that  make  up  the  scoping 
process  may  vary  depending  upon 
whether  the  decision  is  made,  prior  to 
scoping,  to  prepare  an  environmental 
impact  statement  (EIS). 

The  scoping  process  may  result  in  a 
decision  to  prepare  an  environmental 
assessment  rather  than  an  EIS. 

The  concept  of  scoping,  as  discussed 
in  40  CFR  1501,7  is  intended  to  be  a 
means  of  identifying  issues  early  in  the 
NEPA  decisionmaking  process  to  ensure 
thorough  analysis  of  issues  associated 
with  the  proposed  action  to  determine 
the  scope  or  extent  of  the  analysis,  and 
to  take  several  other  issue-related 
administrative  actions.  Several  of  the 
actions  related  to  scoping  and  discussed 
briefly  in  this  section  are  discussed  in 
greater  detail  in  later  sections  of  the 
chapter. 

Following  scoping,  the  responsible 
official  should  provide  prompt  feedback 
to  participants  summarizing  his  or  her 
understanding  of  the  scope  of  the  issues 
to  be  addressed  and  the  significant 
issues  to  be  analyzed  in  depth  in  the 
EIS. 

Scope  defines  the  bounds  or  extent  of 
the  environmental  analysis  as  related  to: 

1.  actions  that  may  be  taken,  may  be 
connected  or  dependent  upon  other 
actions,  may  be  cumulative,  or  may  be 
similar  to  other  proposed  actions, 

2.  alternatives  which  include  a  no¬ 
action  alternative,  other  reasonable 
courses  of  actions,  mitigation  measures 
not  in  the  proposed  action;  and 

3.  impacts  which  may  be  direct, 
indirect  or  cumulative. 

320  Documentation 

321  Notice  of  Intent 

(See  40  CFR  1508.22  and  1506.6) 

In  addition  to  the  requirements  of  40 
CFR  1508.22,  the  responsible  official(s). 
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is  identified  and  estimated  dates  for 
filing  the  draft  and  final  environmental 
impact  statements  (EIS’s)  are  provided. 
The  notice  of  intent  should  be  published 
as  soon  as  it  is  determined  that  an  EIS 
will  be  prepared.  One  copy  of  the  notice 
of  notice  of  intent  must  be  sent  to  the 
Washington  Office  Director  of 
Environmental  Coordination  for  use  in 
reporting  to  the  Department.  Notices  of 
intent  are  used  to  develop  lists  of  EIS’s 
under  preparation.  (See  ^hibit  3  for  a" 
sample  notice  of  intent). 

The  official  responsible  for 
preparation  of  the  EIS  notifies  the 
appropriate  Washington,  Regional, 
Station,  or  Area  Environmental 
Coordinator  whenever  information 
shown  in  the  notice  of  intent  changes. 
(See  40  CFR  1501.7  and  1507.3(e)). 

Significant  changes  may  require 
publication  of  a  revised  notice  of  intent, 
if  a  notice  of  intent  has  been  distributed 
and  the  project  application  is  withdrawn 
or  for  some  other  reason  a  decision  is  no 
longer  necessary,  the  process  is 
terminated  by  publication  of  a 
cancellation  notice  which  is  distributed 
in  the  same  manner  as  the  notice  of 
intent.  The  cancellation  notice  refers  to 
any  previously  published  notice  of 
intent  or  notice  of  availability  of  an  EIS. 
(See  Exhibit  4  of  this  section  for  sample 
cancellation  notice). 

Exhibit  3. — Sample  Notice  of  Intent 
3410-11  ‘ 

Department  of  Agriculture  Forest 
Service,  Cloud  Top  Mountain  Alpine 
Winter  Sports  Site,  Star  Mountain 
National  Forest,  Summit  County, 
Colorado 

Notice  of  Intent  To  Prepare  an 
Environmental  Impact  Statement 

The  Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest 
Service,  will  prepare  an  environmental 
impact  statement  for  the  development  of 
the  proposed  Cloud  Top  Mountain 
Alpine  Winter  Sports  Site  on  the  Galaxy 
Ranger  District. 

The  Star  Mountain  National  Forest 
Land  and  Resource  Management  Plan 
has  been  prepared.  One  of  the 
management  decisions  in  the  Plan  was 
to  study  further  the  development  of  an 
Alpine  Winter  Sports  Site  on  Cloud  Top 
Mountain. 

A  range  of  alternatives  for  this  site 
will  be  considered.  One  of  these  will  be 
non-development  of  the  site.  Other 
alternatives  will  consider  different  sizes 
of  development — ranging  from  4,000  to 
10,000  persons  at  one  time.  Alternative 
locations  for  uphill  facilities,  ski  runs, 
and  support  facilities  will  be  considered. 


'Forps!  Service  billing  code  is  shown  on  all 
Federal  Register  publications. 


Federal,  State  and  local  agencies, 
potential  developers,  and  other 
individuals  or  organizations  who  may  be 
interested  in  or  affected  by  the  decision 
will  be  invited  to  participate  in  the 
scoping  process.  This  process  will 
include: 

1.  identification  of  those  issues  to  be 
addressed, 

2.  identification  of  issues  to  be 
analyzed  in  depth. 

3.  elimination  of  insignificant  issues  or 
those  which  have  been  covered  by  a 
previous  environmental  review,  and 

4.  determination  of  potential 
cooperating  agencies  and  assignment  of 
responsibilities. 

The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  of  the 
Department  of  the  Interior  will  be 
invited  to  participate  as  a  cooperating 
agency  to  evaluate  potential  impacts  on 
threatened  and  endangered  species 
habitat  if  any  such  species  are  found  to 
exist  in  the  potential  winter  sports  site. 

The  Forest  Supervisor  will  hold  public 
meetings  in  his  office  at  1:00  p.m., 
Saturday,  November  3, 1981,  and  at  the 
Summit  County  Community  Center  in 
Central,  Colorado,  at  7:00  p.m., 
Wednesday,  November  14, 1981. 

William  Watson,  Regional  Forester  of 
the  Rocky  Mountain  Region  in  Denver, 
Colorado,  is  the  responsible  official. 

The  analysis  is  expected  to  take  about 
10  months.  The  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  should  be  available 
for  public  review  by  June  1982.  The  final 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
scheduled  to  be  completed  in  October 
1982. 

Written  coments  and  suggestions 
concerning  the  analysis  should  be  sent 
to  William  Hill,  Forest  Supervisor,  Star 
Mountain  National  Forest,  Central, 
Colorado  80000  by  December  15, 1981. 

Questions  about  the  proposed  action 
and  environmental  impact  statement 
should  be  directed  to  Phil  Graham, 
Recreation  Staff  Officer,  Star  Mountain 
National  Forest,  phone  303-234-3800. 
William  Watson, 

Regional  Forester. 

October  13, 1981. 

Exhibit  4. — Sample  Cancellation  Notice  . 
3410-11 > 

Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest 
Service  (Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  The  North  Slope  Unit 
Plan,  Star  Mountain  National  Forest, 
Summit  County,  Colorado) 

Cancellation  Notice 

A  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  for  the  North  Slope  Unit 


'Forest  Service  billing  code  is  shown  on  all 
Federal  Register  publications. 


Plan  was  distributed  to  the  public  and 
filed  with  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  on  July  19, 1979. 

I  am  terminating  the  EIS  process 
because  the  Land  and  Resource 
Management  Plan  for  the  Star  Mountain 
National  Forest  will  consider  the  issues 
and  concerns  involved  in  the  North 
Slope  Unit  Plan. 

TTie  Forest  Plan  will  be  developed 
according  to  the  regulations  for  land  and 
resource  management  plans  for  the 
National  Forest  System  (36  CFR  Part 
219). 

This  Forest  Plan  will  be  completed  by 
December  31, 1983,  in  accordance  with 
the  schedule  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  Vol.  44,  No.  85,  p.  47861,  July 
30, 1979. 

William  Watson, 

Regional  Forester. 

321.1  Composite  Lists 

A  list  of  environmental  impact 
statements  (EIS's)  under  preparation  in 
each  Region,  Station,  and  Area  is  kept  in 
that  office  and  at  the  Washington 
Office.  Lists  are  updated  as  new  notices 
of  intent,  revised  notices  of  intent,  and 
cancellation  notices  are  published.  The 
line  officer  responsible  for  preparing  the 
EIS  notifies  the  appropriate  Regional, 
Station,  or  Area  Environmental 
Coordinator  and  the  Washington  Office 
Director  of  Environmental  Coordination 
whenever  information  in  the  notice  of 
intent  changes.  (See  Exhibit  5  of  this 
section  for  a  sample  composite  list  of 
EIS’s  under  preparation.) 

330  En  vironmental  Impact  Statement 

330.1  When  To  Prepare 
(See  FSM  1952.2) 

330.11  Proposals  for  Legislation 
(See  40  CFR  1506.8  and  FSM  1924) 

330.2  Page  Limits 
(See  40  CFR  1502.7) 

330.3  Writing 
(See  40  CFR  1502.8) 

330.4  Format 
(See  40  CFR  1502.10) 

330.5  Content 

1.  Cover  sheet.  (See  40  CFR  1502.11). 
The  name  and  title  of  the  responsible 
ofiicial  is  provided  in  addition  to  the 
Council’s  requirements.  A  sample  cover 
sheet  is  shown  in  Exhibit  6  of  this 
section. 

321.1  Composite  Lists 

A  list  of  environmental  impact 
statements  (EIS’s)  under  preparation  in 
each  Region,  Station,  and  Area  in  kept 
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in  that  office  and  at  the  Washington 
Office.  Lists  are  updated  as  new  notices 
of  intent,  revised  notices  of  intent,  and 
cancellation  notices  are  published.  The 
line  officer  responsible  for  preparing  the 
EIS  notifies  the  appropriate  Regional. 
Station,  or  Area  Environmental 
Coordinator  and  the  Washington  Office 
Director  of  Environmental  Coordination 
whenever  information  in  the  notice  of 
intent  changes.  (See  Exhibit  5  of  this 
section  for  a  sample  composite  list  of 
EIS's  under  preparation.) 

330  En  vironmental  Impact  Statement 

330.1  When  To  Prepare 
(See  FSM 1953) 

330. 1 1  Proposals  for  Legislation 
(See  40  CFR  1506.8  and  FSM  1924) 


Exhibit  6. — Sample  Cover  Sheet 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(Star  Mountain  National  Forest  Land 
and  Resource  Management  Plan; 
Summit,  Comet,  and  Garfield  Counties, 
Colorado) 

Lead  Agency:  USDA — Forest  Service 
Cooperating  Agencies:  USDI — ^Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  321  No.  Fern 
-  Street,  Central,  Colorado  80000; 
Colorado  Fish  and  Game  Department 
1700  Alder  Street,  Garfield.  Colorado 
80017 

Responsible  Official:  William  Watson. 
Regional  Forester,' Rocky  Mountain 
Region  (for  NFS  lands) 

For  Further  Information  Contact:  Ms. 
Ruth  Gibson,  Forest  Planner,  Star 
Mountain  National  Forest,  123  So. 
Fern  Street  Central,  Colorado  80000, 
(303-555-1515) 


330.2  Page  Limits 
(See  40  CFR  1502.7) 

330.3  Writing 
(See  40  CFR  1502.8) 

330.4  Format 
(See  40  CFR  1502.10) 

330.5  Content 

1.  Cover  sheet.  (See  40  CFR  1502.11). 
The  name  and  title  of  the  responsible 
official  is  provided  in  addition  to  the 
Council's  requirements.  A  sample  cover 
sheet  is  shown  in  Exhibit  6  of  this 
section. 


Abstract:  Five  alternatives  for 
development  of  a  Land  and  Resource 
Management  Plan  for  the  2,500,000  acre 
Star  Mountain  National  Forest  are 
described  and  evaluated.  The 
alternatives  are:  (A)  moderate  increase 
in  commodity  production;  (B)  a 
continuation  of  present  management 
direction  with  no  change  in  the  level  of 
outputs  or  activities;  (C)  dispersed 
recreation  emphasis;  (D)  commodity 
emphasis;  and  (E)  amenity  emphasis. 
Alternative  A  is  ffie  Forest  Service 
preferred  alternative,  and  the  rationale 
for  this  preference  Is  described.  The 
plan  will  guide  management  of  the 
Forest  for  the  decade  1984-1993. 

Comments  must  be  received  by 
September  15, 1981. 

2.  Summary.  (See  40  CFR  1502.12). 


3.  Table  of  Contents,  (self- 
explanatory). 

4.  Purpose  and  Need.  (See  40  CFR 
1502.13). 

5.  Alternatives  Including  the  Proposed 
Action.  (See  40  CFR  1502.14,  and 
1506.2(d)). 

6.  Affected  Environment.  (See  40  CFR 
1502.15). 

7.  Environmental  Consequences.  (See 
40  CFR  1502.16  and  1502.22). 

The  expected  outputs — in  terms  of 
goods,  services,  and  uses — that  will 
result  from  implementing  each 
alternative  should  be  expressed  in 
Service-wide  standard  terminology.  (See 
FSH  1309.11,  Management  Information 
Handbook).  Use  the  Resources  Planning 
Act  program  planning  time-periods 
where  appropriate. 

8.  List  of  I^parers.  (See  40  CFR 
1502.17). 

9.  List  of  Agencies,  Organizations,  and 
Persons  to  Whom  Copies  of  the 
Statement  are  Sent  (self-explanatory). 

10.  Index. 

Environmental  impact  statements 
(EIS’s)  include  indexes.  The  purpose  of 
an  index  is  to  make  the  information  in 
the  EIS  fully  available  to  the  reader 
without  delay.  See  section  430  for 
preparation  of  indexes. 

11.  Appendix.  (See  40  CFR  1502.18  and 
40  CFR  1503.4). 

Copies  of  all  comments  from  Federal 
State,  and  local  agencies  on  a  draft  EIS 
are  included  in  the  appendix  of  the  final 
EIS. 

330.6  Incorporation  by  Reference 
(See  40  CFR  1502.21) 

330. 7  Incomplete  or  Unavailable 
Information 

(See  40  CFR  1502.22) 

330.8  Cost-Benefit  Analysis 
(See  40  CFR  1502.23) 

330.9  Methodology  and  Scientific 
Accuracy 

(See  40  CFR  1502.24] 

331  Processing  Environmental  Impact 
Statements  (EIS) 

After  a  draft  EIS  has  been  prepared: 

1.  Circulate  the  draft  EIS  to  agencies 
and  the  public  and  file  it  with  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
in  Washington,  D.C. 

2.  Conduct  public  participation 
sessions,  if  appropriate. 

3.  Review,  analyze,  evaluate,  and 
respond  to  substantive  comments  on  the 
draft  EIS.  Copies  of  all  review  comments 
should  be  available  for  public  and  in- 
Service  review  in  the  office  of  the 


Exhibit  5.— Sampie  Composite  List 

[Environmental  Impact  Statements  Under  Preparation] 


Rocky  Mountain  Region 


Black  Mountain  NF  ■ 


Date:  October  1. 1961 


Date  filed  or 

TWe* 

Nature  of 

Location  ‘ 

Responsible 

For  hilormation 

estimated  date 

proposal’ 

official’ 

contact’ 

Draft 

Final’ 

Bale  Mountain _ 

„  Resource 

Colorado.  Summit 

Regional  Forester™, 

Recreation 

5/81 

10/81 

Development 

County 

Planner,  1000 

(Winter  Sports). 

7th  St,  Summit 
CO  60000.  303- 
796-7870. 

Black  Mountain _ 

-  Land  Management 

Colorado.  Mineral 

Regional  Forester.™ 

Forest  Planner. 

12/81 

1/82 

Plan. 

County,  Hinsdale 

366  Simms 

County. 

Grand  Junction, 

Gimnison 

CO  80000.  303- 

County. 

296-3790. 

7/82 

3/83 

Wiidemess 

County 

Officer.  819  W 

Proposal 

4ih  Ave., 

Colorado  City, 

CO  80000.  303- 
973-6080. 

■  Insert  the  name  o(  the  Region.  Nationat  Forest,  etc.,  as  appropriate 
>  Use  the  local  name  of  the  proposal. 

°  Identify  the  nature  of  the  proposal 

*  Show  States  and  Counties  where  the  plan,  program,  or  protect  is  located. 

‘Show  title  of  the  person  who  is  responsible  for  the  decision. 

‘Show  title,  address  and  phone  number  of  the  person  who  can  answer  questions  about  the  proposed  action  and  the 
environmental  impact  statement 
‘  Show  month  and  year. 
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responsible  official  or  administrative 
unit  affected  by  the  policy,  plan, 
program,  or  project.  (See  40  CFR  1506.9). 

4.  Prepare  a  final  0S.  File  the  final 
EIS  with  EPA  along  with  all  substantive 
comments  or  summaries  thereof  on  the 
draft  EIS.  Circulate  the  final  EIS  to  other 
agencies  and  the  public.  (See  40  CFR 
1506.10). 

Responsible  officials  shall  circulate 
the  entire  draft  and  final  EIS's. 

However,  if  the  statement  is  unusually 
long,  a  summary  may  be  circulated 
instead.  If  a  summary  is  distributed  as  a 
separate  document,  it  must: 

a.  State  how  the  complete  EIS  can  be 
obtained  or  reviewed 

b.  Have  a  cover  sheet  attached. 

See  40  CFR  1502.19  for  circulation  of 

EIS’s. 

When  the  EIS  is  filed  with  the  EPA, 
the  responsible  official  shall  ensure  that 
a  reasonable  number  of  copies  of  the 
statement  is  available  fi'ee  of  charge. 
“Statements  shall  be  filed  with  EPA  no 
earlier  than  they  are  also  transmitted  to 
commenting  agencies  and  made 
available  to  the  public”  (40  CFR  1506.9). 

This  means  that  the  scheduled 
distribution  is  completed  at  the  same 
time  as  or  before  the  EIS  is  filed  with 
EPA. 

Statements  involving  legislation, 
regulations,  multiagency  actions  at  the 
national  level,  and  Service-wide  policies 
are  filed  with  EPA  by  the  Washington 
Office  (WO).  If  the  Chief  is  the 
responsible  official,  other  levels  of  the 
Forest  Service  may  assist  with  the 
analysis  and  preparation  of  documents. 
If  the  final  EIS  deals  with  plans  or 
projects  which  make  allocation  to 
nonwildemess  uses  in  RARE  II  “Further 
Planning”  areas,  the  responsible  official 
makes  public  distribution  and  files  the 
final  EIS  with  EPA  the  same  as  for  other 
EIS’s.  Five  copies  of  the  final  EIS  are 
sent  to  the  WO  Director  of 
Environmental  Coordination  for 
transmittal  to  congressional  committees. 
These  five  copies  are  in  addition  to  the 
15  copies  normally  provided  to  the  WO. 

332  Corrections,  Supplements,  or 
Revisions 

(See  40  CFR  1502.9) 

Environmental  impact  statements 
(EIS’s)  may  be  corrected  through  use  of 
errata  sheets  or  modified  by 
supplements.  Draft  EIS’s  may  be 
revised.  Supplements  or  revisions  are 
prepared,  circulated,  filed,  and  reviewed 
the  same  as  the  document  being 
modified. 

332.1  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

|See  40  CFR  1502.9  and  1502.10) 


A  revision  to  a  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  is  necessary  when,  in 
the  judgment  of  the  responsible  official, 
comments  on  the  draft  clearly  indicate 
that  meaningful  analysis  was  not 
possible. 

332.2  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

(See  40  CFR  1502.9) 

340  Review  of  En  vironmental  Impact 
Statements 

341  Forest  Service  Environmental 
Impact  Statements 

341.1  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statements 

(See  40  CFR  1503.1(a)) 

Comments  on  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  (EIS)  may  be  received 
after  the  review  period  is  closed  and 
before  the  final  QS  is  filed.  If  it  is  too 
late  to  incorporate  them  in  the  final  EIS. 
they  should  be  made  available  to  the 
responsible  official  for  consideration 
prior  to  making  the  decision. 

341.2  Final  En  vironmental  Impact 
Statements 

(See  40  CFR  1502.9(b)  and  1503.4) 

When  the  responsible  official 
determines  that  a  summary  of  the 
response  is  appropriate,. the  summary 
must  accurately  reflect  all  substantive 
comments  received  on  the  draft 
environmental  impact  statement  (See 
Exhibit  7).  Comments  that  are  pertinent 
to  the  same  subject  may  be  aggregated 
by  categories,  but  the  summarization 
specifically  identifies  the  comment.  A 
general  summary  should  be  avoided. 

342  Other  Agency  En  vironmental 
Impact  Statements 

(See  40  CFR  1503.2  and  1503) 

When  requested  to  do  so  because  of 
special  expertise,  the  Forest  Service 
reviews  and  comments  on 
environmental  impact  statements  (EIS’s) 
prepared  by  other  agencies.  Unless 
otherwise  assigned  by  the  Chief,  review 
and  comment  on  legislative  or  Service¬ 
wide  policies,  regulations,  or  national 
program  proposals  is  made  by  the 
Wahington  Office  (WO).  All  other  draft 
and  final  EIS’s  are  reviewed  by  the 
Regional  Forester  or  Area  Director  in 
whose  Region  or  Area  the  proposal  is 
located.  When  an  EIS  affects  both 
Regional  and  Area  program 
responsibilities,  the  Area  Director 
determines  who  will  assume  the  land  for 
responding. 


Exhibit  7. — Summary  of  Substantive 
Comments ' 

“The  concept  of  scoping  was  one  of 
the  innovations  in  the  proposed 
regulations  most  uniformly  praised  by 
members  of  the  public  ranging  from 
business  to  environmentalists.  There 
was  considerable  discussion  of  the 
details  of  implementing  the  concept. 
Some  commenters  objected  to  the 
formality  of  the  scoping  process, 
expressing  the  view  that  compliance 
with  this  provision  in  every  case  would 
be  time-consuming,  would  lead  to  legal 
challenges  by  citizens  and  private 
organizations  with  objections  to  the 
agency’s  way  of  conducting  the  process, 
and  would  lead  to  paperwork  since 
every  issue  raised  during  the  process 
would  have  to  be  addressed  to  some 
extent  in  the  environmental  impact 
statement.  These  commenters  stated 
further  that  Federal  agencies  themselves 
were  in  the  best  position  to  determine 
matters  of  scope,  and  that  public 
participation  in  these  decisions  was 
unnecessary  because  any  scoping  errors 
that  were  made  by  such  agencies  could 
be  commented  upon  when  the  draft  EIS 
was  issued  (as  was  done  in  the  past) 
and  corrected  in  the  final  document. 
These  commenters  urged  that  scoping  at 
least  be  more  open-ended  and  flexible 
and  that  agencies  be  merely  encouraged 
rather  than  required  to  undertake  the 
process.  Other  commenters  said  that  the 
Council  had  not  gone  far  enough  in 
imposing  uniform  requirements.  These 
commenters  urged  the  Council  to  require 
that  a  scoping  meeting  be  held  in  every 
case,  rather  than  only  when  practicable: 
that  a  scoping  document  be  issued 
which  reflected  the  decisions  reached 
during  the  process;  and  that  formal 
procedures  be  established  for  the 
resolution  of  disagreements  over  scoi}e 
that  arise  during  the  scoping  process. 
These  commenters  felt  that  more 
stringent  requirements  were  necessary 
to  ensure  that  agencies  did  not  avoid  the 
process.” 

Comments  on  these  other  EIS's  are 
submitted  directly  to  the  appropriate 
agency  by  the  responsible  field  unit. 

One  copy  of  the  comments  is  sent  to  the 
WO  Director  of  Environmental 
Coordination.  When  another  agency’s 
EIS  involves  more  than  one  Region,  the 
responses  are  coordinated  by  the  WO 
Director  of  Environmental  Coordination. 


'  Taken  from  the  preamble  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Nov.  29, 1978  Federal 
Register  notice  on  the  Final  regulations  for 
implementation  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act. 
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342.1  Referrals 
{See  40  CFR  1504.3) 

When  it  has  been  determined,  after 
review  of  another  agency’s 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
that  the  proposal  would  be 
environmentally  unsatisfactory,  the 
matter  is  referred  to  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (the  Council) 
through  the  Office  of  Environmental 
Quality  (OEQ),  Office  of  the  Secretary. 
Referrals  should  reflect  a  careful 
determination  that  the  proposed  action 
raises  significant  environmental  issues 
of  national  importance.  However, 
referrals  are  only  made  to  the  Council 
after  concerted,  timely,  but  imsuccessful 
attempts  to  resolve  the  differences  have 
been  made  with  the  proposing  agency. 

If  an  agreement  cannot  be  reached, 
the  lead  agency  is  informed  at  the 
earliest  possible  time,  in  a  letter  signed 
by  the  Secretary  of  Agrticulture,  of  the 
Department's  intent  to  refer  a  proposal 
to  the  Council.  Such  information  is 
included  in  Forest  Service  comments  on 
the  lead  agency's  draft  EIS  unless  the 
draft  EIS  contains  insufficient 
information  to  permit  an  analysis  of  the 
proposal's  environmental  acceptability. 
When  such  needed  information  is  not 
contained  in  the  draft  EIS.  the  Forest 
Service  identibes  the  needed 
information  and  requests  that  it  be  made 
available  by  the  lead  agency  at  the 
earliest  possible  time. 

The  referral  package  is  sent  to  the 
Washington  Office  Director  of 
Environmental  Coordination.  It  consists 
of  the  draft  letter  to  be  signed  by  the 
Secretary  informing  the  lead  agency  of 
the  referral  and  the  reasons  for  it,  as 
well  as  requesting  that  the  lead  agency 
take  no  action  to  implement  the 
proposal  until  the  referral  is  acted  upon 
by  the  Council.  The  letter  (to  the  lead 
agency)  includes  a  statement  supported 
by  evidence  as  to  specific  facts,  or 
controverted  facts,  leading  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  proposal  is 
unsatisfactory  from  the  standpoint  of 
public  health  or  welfare  or 
environmental  quality  (see  40  CFR 
1504.3).  Also  included  in  the  package  is 
a  letter  to  the  Council. 

The  referral  is  delivered  by  the 
Secretary’s  Office  to  the  Council  not 
later  than  25  days  after  the  final  EIS  is 
made  available  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  commenting 
agencies,  and  the  public,  except  where 
an  extension  has  been  granted  by  the 
lead  agency.  The  25-day  time  period  is 
extremely  short;  therefore,  referral 
documentation  begins  when  another 
agency's  draft  EIS  proposes  an 
environmentally  unacceptable  action. 
The  Forest  Service  official  responsible 


for  commenting  on  the  statement  should 
notify  the  originating  agency  that  a 
referral  will  be  recommended  to  the 
Secretary  if  the  condition  is  not 
remedied  in  the  final  EIS.  Upon  receipt 
of  the  final  EIS,  if  the  condition  is  not 
remedied,  documentation  and  request 
for  referral  should  be  sent  immediately 
to  the  Chief  for  handling. 

350  Other  Requirements 

350. 1  Interdisciplinary  Approach  and 
Interdisciplinary  Teams 

(See  section  102(2)(A)  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act,  (NEPA)  as 
amended  and  40  CFR  1502.6) 

If  appropriate,  interdisciplinary  teams 
may  be  used  to  do  environmental 
analyses  and  are  required  for  preparing 
Regional  and  Forest  Plans  (36  CFR  219). 

"The  interdisciplinary  approach  for 
preparing  an  environmental  impact 
statement  often  begins  with  the 
responsible  oi^icial  designating  an 
interdisciplinary  team  and  leader.  The 
team  is  responsible  for  conducting  the 
environmental  analysis,  subject  to 
review  and  approval  of  the  responsible 
official,  and  for  preparing  the 
environmental  documents.  A  team  can 
integrate  its  collective  knowledge  of  the 
physical,  biological,  economic,  and 
social  sciences  and  environmental 
design  arts  into  the  decision  process. 
Interaction  among  team  members  often 
provides  insight  that  otherwise  would 
not  become  apparent. 

The  manner  in  which  a  team  operates 
has  a  great  deal  to  do  with  job 
satisfaction  of  team  members,  the 
relationship  of  the  team  to  the 
responsible  official,  the  relationship  to 
out-Service  people,  efficiency,  and  the 
adequacy  and  quality  of  the  analysis. 
When  teams  are  used,  factors  such  as 
those  listed  below  are  also  important  to 
the  success  of  the  analysis  effort. 

1.  the  role  and  leadership  style  of  the 
team  leader, 

2.  the  composition  of  the  team  with 
respect  to  different  disciplines  needed 
and  represented, 

3.  group  size, 

4.  individual  team  member 
qualifications,  and 

5.  knowledge  of  how  people  react  and 
work  in  team  situations. 

Team  leadership  should  be  assigned 
to  an  individual  possessing  a  working 
knowledge  of  the  NEPA  process  and  the 
ability  to  communicate  effectively  with 
team  members.  Facilitating  interaction 
among  team  members  who  are  experts 
in  their  field  toward  team  goals  is  an  art 
that  is  not  well  defined. 

Disciplines  to  be  represented  in  an 
interdisciplinary  team  should  be 
selected  on  the  basis  of  the  nature  and 


complexity  of  the  decision  addressed  in 
the  analysis  effort.  Individual  team 
members  must  have  knowledge  and 
experience  in  the  field  they  represent, 
should  be  able  to  conceptualize 
problems,  seek  solutions,  communicate 
in  group  interaction  situations,  and  must 
have  an  understanding  of  the 
environmental  analysis  process. 

3550.2  Public  Involvement 
(See  40  CFR  1506.6) 

350.3  Environmental  Review  and 
Consultation  Requirements 

(See  40  CFR  1502.25) 

350.4  Elimination  of  Duplication  With 
State  and  Local  Procedures 

(See  40  CFR  1506) 

350.5  Federal  and  Federal-State 
Agencies  With  Legal  Jurisdiction  or 
Special  Expertise 

(See  40  CFR  1503.1) 

See  chapter  440.1  for  addresses  and 
recommended  document  distribution. 

See  chapter  440  for  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality’s  list  of  agencies 
with  jurisdiction  by  law  or  special 
experbse. 

350.6  Limitations  on  Actions  During 
the  NEPA  Process 

(See  40  CFR  1506.1) 

“Required"  as  used  in  40  CFR  1506.1 
means  required  by  law  as  opposed  to  a 
voluntary  or  discretionary 
environmental  impact  statement.  ■ 

351  Responsibilities  (When  applicants 
and  contractors  are  involved. 

Project  proponents  may  be  required  to 
provide  data  and  documentation.  When 
an  applicant  is  permitted  to  conduct 
environmental  analysis  or  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement,  or  a 
contractor  is  employed,  their  activities 
should  be  limited  to  those  shown  as  the 
usual  role  of  participants  for  the 
interdisciplinary  team  in  the  table 
shown  in  Chapter  100  of  this  handbook. 
Applicants  or  contractors  may  be 
required  to  conduct  studies  which  are 
deemed  necessary  and  appropriate  in 
order  to  determine  the  impact  of  the 
proposed  action  on  the  human 
environment. 

352  Tiering 
(See  40  CFR  1502.20) 

When  an  alternative  other  than  the 
no-action  alternative  has  been  selected 
in  a  broad  program  document  and  a 
record  of  decision  prepared,  that  no¬ 
action  alternative  need  not  be  described 
in  subsequent  environmental  documents 
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tiered  to  the  parent  document  unless 
new  information  has  emerged.  These 
documents  may  refer  to  the  evaluation 
of  the  no-action  alternative  in  the  broad 
program  document.  However,  the 
decision  on  site-specific  actions  must 
consider  the  no-action  alternative 
appropriate  to  that  decision. 

353  Adoption 
(See  40  CFR  1506.3) 

354  Lead  Agency 
(See  40  CFR  1501.5) 

A  Forest  Service  request  that  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
determines  which  Federal  agency  shall 
be  the  lead  agency  is  sent  to  the  Director 
of  Environmental  Coordination  in 
Washington,  D.C.  for  processing.  Where 
National  Forest  System  lands  are 
involved,  the  Forest  Service  should  exert 
a  strong  role  in  environmental  analysis 
and  document  preparation. 

355  Cooperating  Agencies 
(See  40  CFR  1501.6) 

When  National  Forest  System  lands 
are  involved  and  the  Forest  Service  is 
not  the  lead  agency,  the  Regional 
Forester  should  request  that  the  Forest 
Service  be  a  cooperating  agency.  There 
may  be  other  circumstances  where  the 
Forest  Service  should  be  a  cooperating 
agency. 

If  the  Forest  Service  is  requested  to  be 
a  cooperating  agency  and  other  program 
commitments  preclude  the  requested 
involvement,  a  reply  to  this  effect  shall 
be  prepared  by  the  Regional  Forester, 
Area  Director,  or  Station  Director.  A 
copy  of  the  reply  must  be  sent  to  the 
Director  of  Environmental  Coordination 
in  Washington,  D.C.  within  10  working 
days  of  the  date  that  the  letter  is 
transmitted.  The  Director  will  advise  the 
USDA  Office  of  Environmental  Quality. 

356  Distribution 

356. 1  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

When  the  responsible  official  is  the 
Regional  Forester,  Station  or  Area 
Director,  *  send: 

1.  Five  (5)  copies  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  in  Washington, 
D.C.,  for  niing  purposes. 

2.  Fifteen  (15)  copies  to  the 
Washington  Office*  (WO). 

3.  Two  (2)  copies  of  the  transmittal 
letter  to  EPA  to  the  WO.  (See  Exhibit  8 
of  this  section  for  a  sample  transmittal 
letter  to  EPA). 


'  Authority  to  file  statements  directly  with  EPA 
may  be  redelegated  by  Regional  Foresters.  Area  and 
Station  Directors  as  appropriate  (Sec.  362.1). 

*  Washington  Office  Director  of  Environmental 
Coordtaatioo. 


When  the  responsible  official  is  the 
Chief,  send: 

1.  Twenty  (20)  copies  to  the  WO  (WO 
will  file  5  copies  with  EPA). 

2.  One  (1)  original  and  two  (2)  copies 
of  the  transmittal  letter  to  EPA  to  the 
WO  for  the  Chiefs  signature. 

(Seventy  (70)  copies  are  needed  for. 
wild  and  scenic  river  studies.) 

3562  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement 

When  the  responsible  official  is  the 
Regional  Forester,  Station  or  Area 
Director,  send: 

1.  Five  (5)  copies  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  in  Washington, 
D.C.  for  filing  purposes. 

2.  Fifteen  (15)  copies  to  the 
Washington  Office  (WO).  (For  projects 
or  plans  involving  RARE  II  “Further 
Planning"  areas,  send  an  additional  five 
copies  to  the  WO  for  distribution  to 
congressional  committees). 

3.  Two  (2)  copies  of  the  transmittal 
letter  to  EPA  to  the  WO. 

When  the  responsible  official  is  the 
Chief,  send: 

1.  Twenty  (20)  copies  to  the  WO. 

2.  One  (1)  original  and  two  (2)  copies 
of  the  transmittal  letter  to  EPA  to  the 
WO  for  the  Chiefs  signatiu^. 

(Seventy  (70)  copies  are  needed  for 
wild  and  scenic  river  studies.)  ‘ 

356.3  Distribution  Lists 

Responsible  officials  should  ensure 
that  lists  of  individuals,  groups, 
organizations,  and  government  agencies 
which  may  be  interested  in  reviewing 
Forest  Service  environmental  impact 
statements  (EIS's)  are  maintained. 
Regions  should  develop  specific 
distribution  lists. 

State  and  areawide  clearinghouses 
should  be  used,  by  mutual  agreement, 
for  securing  reviews  of  the  draft  EIS. 

The  responsible  official  may  also 
communicate  directly  with  appropriate 
State  or  local  officials  or  agencies  if 
clearinghouses  are  unwilling  or  unable 
to  handle  this  phase  of  the  process. 
However,  clearinghouses  should  always 
receive  copies  of  EIS's. 

356.31  State  and  Local  Agencies 

Regions,  Stations,  and  Areas  should 
develop  and  maintain  lists  of  State  and 
local  agencies  as  supplements  to  this 
section. 

356.32  Organizations 

Regions,  Stations,  and  Areas  should 
develop  and  maintain  lists  of 
organizations  as  supplements  to  this 
section. 


356.33  Individuals 

Regions,  Stations,  and  Areas  should 
develop  and  maintain,  as  supplements 
to  this  section,  lists  of  individuals  who 
have  expressed  an  interest  in  receiving 
Forest  ^rvice  environmental  impact 
statements. 

356.34  Federal  Agencies 

Following  is  the  manadatory 
distribution  list  for  all  environmental 
impact  statements  (EIS's)  prepared  by 
the  Forest  Service:  (See  Action  440.1  for 
number  of  copies). 

Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Mail 
Code  A-104,  Room  2119,  Waterside 
Mall,  401  M  Street,  SW,  Washington, 
DC  20460 

Environmental  Protection  Agency. 

Appropriate  Regional  Offices 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Interior 
Building,  Room  4256,  Washington,  DC 
20240 

Copies  of  the  EIS’s  sent  to  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  and 
the  Department  of  the  Interior  are 
always  sent  by  certified  mail — return 
receipt  requested,  or  by  other  methods 
of  delivery  where  receipt  can  be 
verified.  'This  method  may  also  be 
desirable  for  others  on  the  mailing  list. 

See  section  440.1  for  lists  of 
addresses,  phone  numbers,  and  number 
of  copies.  Any  other  distribution  to 
Federal  agencies  should  be  determined 
according  to  agency  expertise  and  legal 
jurisdiction.  Regions,  Stations,  and 
Areas  should  use  this  list  and  distribute 
EIS’s  as  appropriate.  When  review  and 
comments  are  to  be  requested  from  any 
of  these  agencies,  the  indicated  number 
of  copies  to  be  provided  is  shown. 

Exhibit  8. — Sample  Transmittal  Letter 
Return  Address  * 

1950* 

August  4, 1961. 

Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities 
Environmental  Protection  Agency 
Mail  Code  A-104,  EIS  Registration 
Section 

Room  2119,  Waterside  Mall 
401  M  Street  SW 
Washington.  DC  20460 
Dear  Sir  Five  copies  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  on  the 
Snow  Top  Mountain  Ski  Area  proposed 
development.  Star  Mountain  National 
Forest, 'Summit  Comet,  and  Garfield 
Counties,  Colorado,  are  enclosed. 


'  When  the  Chief  is  the  responsible  ofHcial,  return 
address  should  be  the  WO  address:  P.O.  Box  2417. 
Washington.  DC  20013. 

'Use  1950  &le  designation  to  ensure  proper 
distribuHon  of  EIS's  within  the  Forest  ^rvioe. 
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The  responsible  official  is  Regional 
Forester  William  Watson  of  the  Rocky 
Mountain  Region  in  Denver,  Colorado. 

Sincerely, 

William  Watson, 

Regional  Forester. 

Enclosures 

360  Decision 

360. 1  Record  of  Decision 

(See  40  CFR  1505.2) 

A  record  of  decision  is  a  separate 
document  which  states  the  decision  of 
the  responsible  official.  The  name, 
location,  and  administrative  unit,  and  a 
statement  indicating  whether  or  not  the 
decision  is  subject  to  administrative 
review,  (if  so,  cite  36  CFR  211.19  and 
include  the  date  the  appeal  period  ends 
counting  from  the  date  the  record  of 
decision  is  signed)  are  required  in 
addition  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
regulations. 

For  those  decisions  subject  to 
administrative  review  (appeal),  the 
record  of  decision  establishes  the  date 
of  decision  and  is  signed  and  dated  on 
the  date  that  it  and  the  final 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
are  transmitted  to  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  and  made 
available  to  the  public.  See  Exhibit  9  for 
a  sample  record  of  decision. 

For  decisions  not  subject  to 
administrative  review,  the  record  of 
decision  is  signed,  dated  and  distributed 
no  earlier  than  30  days  after  the  EPA 
publishes  the  notice  of  availability  of 
the  final  EIS  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
record  of  decision  is  distributed  in  the 
same  manner  as  the  final  EIS. 

When  joint  lead  agencies  are 
identified  in  an  EIS,  the  responsible 
official  from  each  agency  signs  and 
dates  the  record  of  decision  for  those 
actions  within  their  authority.  A 
separate  record  of  decision  may  be 
prepared  by  each  responsible  official. 
See  Exhibit  10  in  this  section  for  a  list  of 
conditions  that  must  be  met  prior  to  a 
decision  and  implementation. 

Exhibit  9. — Sample  Record  of  Decision 

Record  of  Decision — USD  A  Forest 
Service  (Star  Mountain  National  Forest 
Land  and  Resource  Management  Plan; 
Summit,  Comet,  and  Garfield  Counties, 
Colorado) 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

Based  on  the  analysis  in  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
Star  Mountain  National  Forest  Land  and 
Resource  Management  Plan,  it  is  my 
decision  to  adopt  Alternative  A  as  the 
plan  for  management  for  these  National 
Forest  System  lands.  Alternative  A 


provides  for  a  moderate  level  increase 
over  the  next  five  years  in  timber 
harvest  and  developed  site  recreational 
use.  Livestock  grazing  will  remain  at  the 
present  level. 

The  other  alternatives  considered 
included  (1)  a  continuation  of  present 
management  direction  with  no  change  in 
outputs  or  activities;  (2)  dispersed 
recreation  emphasis;  (3)  commodity 
emphasis  with  maximum  development 
of  the  Forest  transportation  system;  and, 
(4)  an  amenity  emphasis  alternative 
with  a  substantial  increase  in  acreage  in 
visual  quality  objective  classes  of 
preservation  and  retention.  Alternative 
A  is  consistent  with  the  Regional  Plan 
and  although  it  will  not  be  the  least 
expensive  to  implement,  it  is  the  most 
responsive  to  the  social  and  economic 
needs  of  the  affected  area.  It  is  also 
environmentally  preferable  to  the  other 
alternatives  when  the  physical, 
biological,  economic,  and  social  factors 
are  weighed  on  balance. 

The  decision  to  adopt  Alternative  A 
was  made  in  light  of  the  Forest  Service 
mission  as  defined  by  legislative 
mandate  of  the  Multiple  Use  Sustained- 
Yield  Act  of  1960  and  the  Forest  and 
Rangeland  Renewable  Resources 
Planning  Act  of  1974  (RPA),  as  amended 
by  the  National  Forest  Management  Act 
of  1976  (NFMA). 


The  President’s  Statement  of  Policy  on 
the  RPA  Program  was  transmitted  to 
Congress  on  June  22, 1980,  and 
established  national  resource 
management  policies  and  output  and 
activity  targets  for  the  period  1981-85. 
The  Regional  Plan  is  responsive  to  RPA 
and  provides  standards  and  guidelines 
for  management  of  the  Star  Mountain 
National  Forest. 

The  alternative  selected  provides 
adequate  mitigation  to  avoid 
environmental  harm.  A  monitoring 
program  described  in  detail  in  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and 
the  Forest  Plan  is  adopted.  State  and 
national  standards  for  ambient  air 
quality  over  the  Star  Mountain  National 
Forest  will  be  met  or  exceeded.  Water 
quality  will  continue  to  meet  existing 
State  standards. 

This  decision  is  subject  to 
administrative  review  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  36  CFR  211.19.  A 
request  for  review  must  be  filed  no  later 
than  December  15, 1983,  or  within  30 
days  of  the  date  of  receipt  of  the 
decision  by  persons  entitled  to 
notification  of  the  decision  under  36  CFR 
211.19(d)(1). 

Implementation  of  the  Plan  will  take 
place  December  16, 1983. 

Dated;  October  31. 1983. 

William  Watson, 

Regional  Forester. 


Exhibit  10 


H  an  EIS  is  required  for 


These  corKfitions  must  be  met  prior  to  a  These  conditions  must  be  rrtet  prior  to 
decision  Inqilementation 


I.  Land  and  Resource  Managemertt 
Plans  lor  units  of  the  National  Forest 
System.  (36  CFR  219) 

A.  That  do  not  involve  RARE  II  Further 
Planning  areas. 


B.  That  do  involve  RARE  II  Further 
Planning  areas. 


1  90  days  have  elapsed  since  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  draft  EIS 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  by  EPA 

2.  A  final  EIS  that  responds  to  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  EIS  has  been 
prepared 

1.  90  days  have  elapsed  since  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  draft  EIS 
was  published  In  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  by  EPA 

2.  A  final  EIS  that  responds  to  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  EIS  has  been 
prepared 


n.  Plans  (other  than  land  management 
plans),  programs  or  projects  adversely 
affecting  the  existing  wikfemess  char¬ 
acter  of  RARE  II  Further  Planning 
areas. 


1.  60  days  have  elapsed  since  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  draft  EIS 
was  published  In  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  by  EPA 

2.  A  final  EIS  thaf  responds  to  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  EIS  has  been 
prepared 


1.  30  days  have  elapsed  since  the  date 
of  publication  of  the  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  final  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  by  EPA.  (The  record  of  de¬ 
cision  accompanies  the  EIS). 


1.  30  days  have  elapsed  since  the  date 
of  publication  of  the  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  final  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  by  EPA. 

2.  90  days  while  Congress  is  in  session 
have  elapsed  since  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  notice  of  availability  of 
the  final  EIS  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter. 

3.  An  extension  of  time  has  not  been 
requested  by  the  appro(>riate  congres¬ 
sional  committee  chairman. 

4.  The  WO  has  notified  the  res(x>nsible 
official  that  condition  3  has  been  met. 

1.  30  days  have  elapsed  since  the  date 
of  publication  of  the  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  final  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  by  EPA. 

2.  90  days  while  Congress  is  in  session 
have  elapsed  since  the  date  of  publi¬ 
cation  of  the  notice  of  availability  of 
the  final  EIS  in  the  Federal  REGts- 
ter. 

3.  An  extension  of  time  has  not  been 
requested  by  the  appropriate  congres¬ 
sional  committee  chairman. 

4.  The  WO  has  notified  fhe  resfionsible 
official  that  condition  3  above  has 
been  met. 
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Exhibit  10— Continued 


If  an  EIS  is  required  for 


These  conditions  ntust  be  met  prior  to  a  These  corxMions  must  be  met  prior  to 
decision  implementation 


1.  60  days  have  elapsed  since  the 


HI.  Land  management  or  other  plans, 
programe  or  projects  affecting  areas 
involved  in  pending  legislation  for  wil¬ 
derness  designation  in  which  either 
the  House  or  Senate  has  passed  a  bin 
to  designate  an  or  any  portion  of  an 
inventoried  roadless  area  for  wilder¬ 
ness  or  lor  wilderness  study. 

IV.  Other  plans,  programs  or  projects 
subject  to  administrative  review 
(appeal)  (36CFR  211.19). 


V.  Actions  not  subject  to  administrative 
review,  for  exaniple.  Regional  Plans, 
Stats  and  Private  Forestry  and  Re¬ 
search  programs,  etc,  (36  CFR 
211.19). 


notice  of  availability  of  the  draft  BS 
was  published  in  the  Feoeral  Reg«- 
TER  by  EPA 

2.  A  tifial  EIS  that  responds  to  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  EIS  has  been 
prepared 


1.  60  days  have  elapsed  since  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  draft  EIS 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  b/f  EPA 

2.  A  final  EIS  that  responds  to  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  EIS  has  been 
prepared 

1.  90  days  have  elapsed  since  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  draft  BS 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  by  EPA 

A  final  EIS  that  responds  to  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  EIS  has  been 
prepared 

30  days  have  elapsed  smce  the 
notice  of  availability  of  the  finel  EIS 
was  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  bi  EPA' 


1.  30  days  have  elapsed  since  the  date 
of  publication  of  the  notice  of  avail- 
abitiiy  of  the  inal  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  by  EPA. 

2.  The  vyo  has  notified  the  responsible 
official  that  the  Department  has  no 
objections  wid  that  obligations  to  the 
Congress  to  postpone  implementation 
have  been  met 

1.  30  days  have  elapsed  since  the  date 
of  publication  of  the  notice  of  avail¬ 
ability  of  the  final  EIS  in  the  Federal 
Register  by  EPA. 


1.  A  record  of  decision  has  been  signed 
and  dated. 


■The  90-day  period  and  the  30-day  period  may  run  concunently  if  a  45-day  penod  for  public  comment  is  provided. 


360.2  Distribution 

The  record  of  decision  is  distributed 
to  those  who  have  received  or  requested 
to  receive  the  final  environmental 
impact  statement.  In  addition,  the  public 
may  be  notified  as  indicated  in  40  CFR 
1506.6. 

370  Implementation  and  Monitoring 

370.1  Implementation 

(See  40  CFR  1506.10) 

Conditions  listed  in  Exhibit  10  must  be 
met  prior  to  implementation  of  the 
decision  if  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  is  required. 
Implementation  specifically  includes 
responding  to  any  commitments  for 
mitigation  or  monitoring  included  in  the 
final  EIS  and  record  of  decision. 

370.2  Monitoring 

(See  40  CFR  1505.3) 

Actions  will  be  implemented  and 
monitored  to  ensure  that  (1) 
environmental  safeguards  are  executed 
according  to  plan,  (2)  necessary 
adjustments  are  made  to  achieve 
desired  environmental  effects,  and  (3) 
anticipated  results  and  projections  are 
reviewed. 

Chapter  400. — References 

Contents 

Chapter 

410  Definitions. 

420  Environmental  Factors  List. 

430  Indexing  and  Indexes. 

440  List  of  Federal  Agencies  and  Federal- 
State  Agencies  With  (urisdiction  by  Law 
or  Special  Expertise  on  Environmental 
Quality  Issues. 


450  List  of  Federal  and  Federal-State 
Agencies  for  Distribution  Purposes. 

460  Laws — National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  of  1969. 

470  Regulations  and  Supplementary 
Information. 

470.1  Council  in  Environmental  Quality 
(CEQ)  NEPA  Regulations  (40  CFR  1500- 
1508.28). 

470.11  CEQ  Supplementary  Information 
(November  29, 1978  Federal  Register). 

470.12  CEQ  40  Questions. 

470.13  CEQ  Scoping  Guidance. 

470.2  Department  of  Agriculture  (USDA) 
NEPA  Policies  and  Procedures  (7  CFR 
3100). 

480  Executive  Orders  11514 — Protection 
and  Enhancement  of  Environmental 
Quality. 

490  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
Circulars  (Reser\'ed). 

491  State  and  Local  [Reserv'ed]. 

Chapter  400. — References 

410  Definitions 

1.  Categorical  exclusion:  (See  40  CFR 

1508.4) . 

2.  Cooperating  agency:  (See  40  CFR 

1508.5) . 

3.  Cumulative  impact:  (See  40  CFR 
1508.7). 

4.  Decision  notice:  A  concise  public 
record  of  the  responsible  official's 
decision. 

5.  Effects:  (See  40  CFR  1508.8). 

6.  Environmental  analysis:  A  process 
necessary  for  preparation  of  an 
environmental  assessment  or  an 
environmental  impact  statement.  It  is  an 
analysis  of  alternative  actions  and  their 


predictable  short-  and  long-term 
environmental  effects,  which  include 
physical,  biological,  economic,  and 
social  factors  and  their  interactions. 

7.  Environmental  assessment-  (See  40 
CFR  1508.9). 

8.  Environmental  design  arts:  Those 
disciplines  which  directly  influence  the 
biological  and  physical  environment  as 
a  result  of  the  design  of  projects  of  all 
kinds. 

9.  Environmental  documents:  (See  40 
CFR  1508.10). 

10.  Environmental  impact  statement 
(See  40  CFR  1508.11). 

11.  Environmentally  preferable 
alternative:  That  alternative  (or 
alternatives)  that  best  meets  the  goals  of 
Section  101  of  NEPA. 

12.  Finding  of  no  significant  impact 
(See  40  CFR  1508.13). 

13.  Flood  plains:  “Lowland  and 
relatively  flat  areas  adjoining  inland  and 
coastal  water  including  as  a  minimum, 
that  area  subject  to  a  one  percent  or 
greater  chance  of  flooding  in  any  given 
year  (Executive  Order  11988).” 

14.  Human  environment  (See  40  CFR 

1508.14) . 

15.  Irreversible:  Applies  primarily  to 
the  use  of  nonrenewable  resources,  such 
as  minerals  or  cultural  resources  or  to 
those  factors  which  are  renewable  only 
over  long  time  spans,  such  as  soil 
productivity.  Irreversible  also  includes 
loss  of  future  options. 

16.  Irretrievable:  Applies  to  losses  of 
production,  harvest  or  use  of  renewable 
natural  resources.  For  example,  some  or 
all  of  the  timber  production  from  an  area 
is  irretrievably  lost  while  an  area  is 
being  used  as  a  winter  sports  site.  If  the 
use  is  changed,  timber  production  can 
be  resumed.  The  production  lost  is 
irretrievable,  but  the  action  is  not 
irreversible. 

17.  Issue:  A  point  of  discussion, 
debate,  or  dispute. 

18.  Jurisdiction  by  law:  (See  40  CFR 

1508.15) . 

19.  Lead  agency:  (See  40  CFR  1508.16). 

20.  Legislation:  (See  40  CFR  1508.17). 

21.  Major  Federal  action:  (See  40  CFR 
1508.18). 

22.  Matter  (See  40  CFR  1508.19). 

23.  Mitigation:  (See  40  CFR  1508.20). 

24.  NEPA  process:  (See  40  CFR 

1508.21) . 

25.  Notice  of  intent  (See  40  CFR 

1508.22) . 

26.  Opportunities:  Possible  actions, 
measures,  or  treatments  identiRed 
which  may  be  taken  to  address  goals 
and  objectives. 

27.  Proposal:  (See  40  CFR  1508.23). 

28.  Record  of  decision:  A  concise 
public  record  of  the  responsible  official’s 
decision  on  actions  for  which  an 


33214  Federal  Register  /  Vol.  46,  No.  123  /  Friday,  June  26,  1981  /  Notices 


environmental  impact  statement  was 
prepared.  (See  40  CFR  1505.2). 

29.  Referring  agency:  (See  40  CFR 
1508.24). 

30.  Scope:  (See  40  CFR  1508.25). 

31.  Scoping:  (See  40  CFR  1501.7). 

32.  Special  expertise:  (See  40  CFR 
1508.26). 

33.  Significantly:  (See  40  CFR  1508.27). 

34.  Substantive  comment:  A  comment 
which  provides  factual  information, 
professional  opinion,  or  informed 
judgment  which  is  germane  to  the 
decision  being  considered. 

35.  Tiering:  (See  40  CFR  1508.28). 

36.  Wetlands:  “Areas  that  are 
inundated  by  surface  or  ground  water 
with  a  frequency  sufficient  to  support 
and  under  normal  circumstances,  does 
or  would  support  a  prevalence  of 
vegetative  or  aquatic  life  that  requires 
saturated  or  seasonally  saturated  soil 
conditions  for  growth  and  reproduction” 
(Executive  Order  11990). 

440. 1  List  of  Federal  and  Federal-State 
Agencies  for  Distribution  Purposes 

Num¬ 
ber  o< 
copies 

Advisory  Council  on  Hislonc  Preservation  (ACHP); 

Office  of  Architectural  and  EnvirontTiental  Preser¬ 
vation,  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation, 

1522  K  Street,  NW..  Suite  430,  Washington,  DC 

20005,  202-254-3954 .  1 

Agriculture.  U.S.  Department  of  (USDA): 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection  Service, 

PPO  (APHIS),  U.S.  (Department  of  Agricul¬ 
ture.  Hyattsvine,  MD  FP,  202-447-3668 .  1 

Office  of  Equal  Opportunity  (OEO),  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  Room  242-E,  Wash¬ 
ington.  DC  20250,  202-447-4256 .  1 

Rural  Electrification  Administration  (REA),  Di¬ 
rector,  Environment  and  Energy  Division, 
Washington.  DC  20250,  (For  copies  of  Re¬ 
gional  and  Forest  Plans  only) .  1 

Rural  Electrification  Administration  (REA),  Man¬ 
agement  Analysis  artd  Services  Branch,  U.S. 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  4024, 

Washington.  DC  20250,  202-447-4531 .  1 

Science  and  Education  Administration  (SEA). 

U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  Room  307- 

A.  Washington,  (X  20250,  202-447-3801 .  1 

Soil  Conservation  Service  (SCS),  Environmen¬ 
tal  Services  (Division,  U.S.  [Department  of 
Agriculture,  Room  6103,  Washington,  DC 

20250.  202-447-3839 .  1 

Commerce,  U.S.  Department  of  ((DCDC):  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Environmental  Affairs,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Commerce,  Room  3425,  Washington, 

[DC  20230,  202-377-2186  ((Dommerce  will  make 

distribution  to  its  agencies) .  5 

Defense,  U.S  Departmem  of  (DOD): 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  of  Defense.  Energy 
Environment  and  Safety'  (M,  Ra  and  L), 

Room  30833.  Pentagon,  Washington,  DC 

20301,  202-695-7620  .  2 

U.S.  Air  Force  (USAF),  Department  tor  Envi¬ 
ronment  and  Safety  (SAF/MIQ),  Washington, 

DC  20330,  202-697-1 147 . 1 

Chairman.  Department  of  Defense,  Explosives 
Safety  Board.  2461  Eisenhower  Avenue.  Al¬ 
exandria,  VA  22331 ,  703-352-01 52 .  1 

Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (COE),  Headquarters, 

ATTN:  DAEN-ZCE,  Washington,  DC  20310, 

202-694-3434  .  2 

US.  Navy  (USN),  Office  of  Chief  of  Navy 
Operations.  Environmental  Protection  Divi¬ 
sion,  OP-45,  Room  BD766.  Pentagon, 
Washington,  DC  20350,  202-697-3689 .  1 


Num¬ 
ber  of 
copies 

Office  of  Chief  Oceanographer  of  the  Navy, 
Environment  Protection  Divisioa  OP-962, 

Room  4E482,  Washington,  DC  20050,  202- 
695-3777.._ . . . . .  3 

Delaware  River  Basirrs  Commission:  Head  Environ¬ 
ment  Unit,  Delaware  River  Basin  Commission, 

P.O.  Box  360,  Trenton,  NJ  08603,  609-833-9600 

ext.  268 .  1 

Economic  Opportunity,  CDffice  of  (OEO):  Office  of 
the  Deputy  General  CDounsel,  Equal  Employment 
Opportunity  Commission,  2401  E  Street,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20506,  202-634-6831 .  1 

Energy,  U.S.  Department  of  (DOE):  Acting  Director. 

Division  of  NEPA  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy.  Mail  Station  E-201,  GTN,  Washington, 

DC  20545,  202-566-9760  .  3 

Environment  Protection  Agency  (EPA); 

For  EIS's  pertaining  to  national  programs,  regulatory  actions, 
legislation,  or  programmatic  actions,  EIS's  should  also  be 
transmitted  to  the  EPA  headquarters  office  listed  below. 
This  is  in  addition  to  the  five  (5)  copies  transmitted  for 
filing  purposes 

Assistant  Director,  Resource  Liaison  Development 
Staff,  CDffice  of  Environmental  Review,  Mail  Code 
A-104,  Rm.  2119,  401  M  Street  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20460 .  5 

In  order  to  fulfill  the  requirements  under  Section  309  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act,  five  (5)  copies  of  each  EIS  must  be 
transmitted  to  each  appropriate  EPA  Regional  Office  simul¬ 
taneously  with  the  official  filing 

States 

EIS  Review  Coordinator,  En-  Connecticut,  Maine,  Massa- 
vironmental  Protection  chusetts,  Rhode  Island. 

Agency.  Region  I,  John  F.  Veniwnt. 

Kennedy  Federal  Bldg., 

Rm  2303,  Boston,  MA 

-  02203. 

EIS  Review  Coordinator,  En-  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
vironmental  Protection  Puerto  Rico,  Virgin  Islands. 

Agency,  Region  II,  26  Fed¬ 
eral  Plaza,  Rm.  908,  New 
York,  NY  10007. 

EIS  Review  (Doordinator,  En-  Delaware.  District/CDolumbia, 
vironmental  Protection  Maryland,  PennsyNania, 

Agency,  Region  III,  Curtis  Virginia,  West  Virginia. 

Bldg.,  6th  Floor,  Philadel¬ 
phia.  PA  19106. 

EIS  Review  Coordinator,  En-  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
vironmental  Protection  Kentucky,  Mississippi,  No. 

Agency.  Region  IV.  1421  Carolina,  So  Carolina. 

Peachtree  Street,  NE„  At-  Tennessee, 

lanta,  GA  30309. 

EIS  Review  (Doordinator,  En-  Illinois,  Indiana.  Michigan, 
vironmental  Protection  Minnesota,  Ohio,  Wiscon- 

Agency,  Region  V,  1  North  sin. 

Wacker  Drive,  Chicago,  IL 
60606. 

EIS  Review  Coordinator  Arkansas.  Louisiana,  New 
(6ASAF),  Environmental  Mexico,  Texas.  Oklahoma. 
Protection  Agency,  Region 
VI,  1201  Elm  Street, 

Dallas,  TX  75270. 

EIS  Review  Coordinator.  En-  Iowa,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Ne- 
vironmental  Protection  braska. 

Agency,  Region  VII,  324  E. 

11th  Street,  Kansas  (Dity, 

MO  64105. 

EIS  Review  (Doordinator.  En-  Colorado.  Montana,  No. 
vironmental  Protection  Dakota,  So.  Dakota.  Utah. 

Agency,  Region  VIII,  1860  Wyoming. 

Lincoln  Street.  Denver,  (DO 
80203 

EIS  Review  (Doordinator,  En-  American  Samoa,  Arizona, 
vironmental  Protection  California,  Guam.  Hawaii, 

Agency.  Region  IX,  215  Nevada.  Trust  Terr,  of  Pa- 

Fremont  Street.  San  Fran-  cific  Islands,  Wake  Island, 

cisco.  CA  94105. 

EIS  Review  Coordinator,  En-  Alaska,  Idaho,  Oegon. 
vironmental  Protection  Washington. 

Agency.  Region  X,  12(X) 

6th  Avenue,  Seattle,  WA 
98101, 


Number 
of  copies 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  (Dommission  (FEFKD):  Draft  3, 
Advisor  on  Environmental  Quality,  Federal  final  2. 
Energy  Regulatory  (Dommission,  825  North 
Capitol  Street,  NE..  Washington,  DC  20406, 
202-367-8118. 

General  Services  Administration  (GSA):  Environ-  3. 
mental  Affairs  Division,  General  Sendees  Ad¬ 
ministration,  18th  and  F  Streets,  NW,,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20405,  202-566-0405. 

Great  Lakes  Basin  (Dommission;  For  statements  Draft  1, 
affecting  lands  within  the  Basin:  Executive  Di-  final  3. 
rector.  Great  Lakes  Basin  Commission,  P.O. 

Box  999,  Ann  Arbor,  Ml  48106,  313-769-7243. 

Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  U.S.  Department  1 
of  (HEW);  Director,  (Dffice  of  Environmental 
Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  Room  524,  FS  HEW  South, 
Washington,  DC  20201,  202-245-7243. 

Housing  and  Urban  Development,  U.S.  Depart-  2 
ment  of  (HUD):  Statements  regarding  legislative 
proposals,  regulations,  or  policy  documents  of 
national  significance  or  national  or  multi-State 
programmatic  EIS's.  Director,  office  of  Environ¬ 
mental  Quality,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development,  Washington,  DC 
20410,  202-755-8910. 

Other  statements: 

Regional  Administrator  I,  Environmental  offi-  2 
cer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Uiban  Development,  John  F.  Kennedy 
Federal  Bldg.,  Rm.  8(X),  Boston,  MA 
02203,  617-223-4066. 

Regional  Administrator  II,  Environmental  Ofli-  2. 
cer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  26  Federal  Pfaza, 

New  York,  NY  10007,  212-264-8068. 

Regional  Administrator  III,  Environmental  Of-  2 
ficer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Curtis  Bldg.,  6th  and 
Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia,  PA  19106, 
215-597-2560. 

Regional  Administrator  IV,  Environmental  (D(-  2 
ficer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  Richard  B.  Russell 
Bldg.,  75  Spring  Sheet,  SW.,  Atlanta,  GA 
30303,  404-526-5585. 

Regional  Administrator  V,  Environmental  Offi-  2. 
cer.  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development,  300  South  Wacker 
Drive,  CDhicago.  IL  60606,  312-353-5680. 

Regional  Administrator  VI.  Environmental  Of-  2. 
ficer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development.  222  W.  Lancaster 
Avenue.  P.O.  Box  2905,  Fort  Worth,  TX 
76113,  817-334-2867. 

Regional  Administrator  VII,  Environmental  (X-  2. 
ficer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 

Urban  Development,  Federal  (Jffice  Bfdg.. 

911  Walnut  Street,  Rm.  300,  Kansas  City, 

MO  64106,  816-374-2661. 

Regional  Administrator  VIII,  Environmental  2. 
Officer.  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development.  1405  Curtis  Street 
Executive  Tower  Bldg.,  Denver,  CO  80202, 
303-837-4061. 

Regional  Administrator  IX,  Environmental  Of-  2. 
ficer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 

Urban  Development,  450  Golden  Gate 
Avenue.  P.O.  Box  36003,  San  Francisco, 

CA  94102,  415-556-4752.  ' 

Regional  Administrator  X,  Environmental  Offi-  2. 
cer,  U.S.  Department  of  Housing  and 

Urban  Development,  3003  Arcade  Plaza 

Bldg.,  1321  S^ond  Avenue,  Seattle.  WA 
98101,  206-583-5415. 

Interior,  U.S.  Department  of  the  (USDI): 


For  projects  east  of  Mississippi .  12. 

For  projects  west  of  Mississippi .  18. 


Director,  Environmental  Project  Review, 

U.S,  Department  of  the  Interior,  Interi¬ 
or  Bldg.,  Rm.  4256,  Washington,  DC 
20240 

Interstate  Commerce  Cfommission  (KX):  Chief,  1. 
Section  of  Energy  and  Environment,  Interstate 
Commerce  (fommission,  Washington,  DC 
20423.  202-275-7692. 
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Labor.  U.S.  Depertment  of  Assielant  Secretary  of  1 
Po*cy  Evaluabon  and  Ftesearoh,  Occupational 

.  Safety  and  Health.  Rm.  N-3673,  U.S.  Depart 
ment  of  Labor,  Wasfwiglon.  DC  20210,  202- 
523-6076 

Missouri  River  Basins  CooimiBeion:  For  stale-  1 
merits  affecting  lands  ivilhin  their  geographical 
area.  Executive  Secretary,  Missouh  River 
Baans  Commission.  10050  Regency  Circle 
Suite  403.  Omaha.  N8  66114. 

National  Endowment  for  Hie  Arts:  Office  of  Archi-  1 
leclural  and  Environmental  Arts  Program,  Na- 
tionaf  Endowment  for  the  Arte,  2401  E  Street. 

NW.,  Washington.  DC  20606.  202-634-6369. 

New  England  River  Basine  Commission:  Staff  1 
Dseotor.  New  England  River  Basins  CommiS' 

Sion.  55  Court  Street.  Boston.  MA  02108.  617- 
223-6244. 

Ohio  River  Basin  Commission;  Executive  Director.  1. 

Ohio  River  Basin  Commissian.  35  East  4lh 
StreeL  Suite  208,  Cinotnnali,  OH  45202,  513- 
664-3631. 

Pacific  Northwest  River  Basins  Commission:  Plan  1 
ring  Director.  PNW  River  Basine  Commission. 

P.O.  Box  906.  One  Columbia  River.  Vancouver 
WA  96666.  206-694-2581. 

Susquehanna  River  Basin  Commission:  U.S.  1 
Commissioner.  Susqueharvia  River  Basm  Com¬ 
mission.  Interior  Bldg.,  Rm.  6246.  Washington. 

DC  20240,  202-343-4091 

Tennessee  Valley  Authority  (TV A):  Director,  Envi-  16 
ronmenlal  Plarirwig.  Tennessee  Valley  Aulhon 
ty.  720  Edney  Bldg.,  Chattanooga.  TN  37401 

Transportation.  U.S.  Department  of  (DOT): 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Systems  Devetop-  2 
merit  U.S.  Department  of  Transportation. 

400  7th  Street  SW.,  Washington.  DC 
20690.  202-624-4000. 

U.S.  Coaet  Guard  (USCQt.  Environmental  2 
Impaot  Branch,  Marine  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Branch,  G-WEP-7/73,  400  7th 
StreeL  SW..  Washington.  DC  20590,  202- 
426-4367. 

Federal  Aviation  Administration  (FAA)  Send  EIS  s 
only  to  the  appropriate  Region(s| 

Central  Region.  Office  of  the  Regional  Direc  2 
lor.  Federal  Aviation  Administration,  601  E 
12th  StreeL  Kansas  City,  MO  64106. 

Eastern  Region.  Office  of  Ihe  Regional  Direc-  2 
tor.  Federal  Aviabon  Adminislratioo,  Feder¬ 
al  Bldg..  JFK  International  Airport,  Jamaica 
NY. 

[FR  Doc.  81-18805  Filed  6-25-81: 8:45  iini| 
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lists  parts  and  sections  affected  by  documents  pubHshed  since 
the  revision  date  of  each  title. 


1  CFR 

3 . . — . 33019 

3  CFR 

Executive  Orders; 

May  9,  1898 
(Revoked  by 

PL0  5949) . 29939 

February  25, 1919 
(Revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  5959) . 31894 

AprH4,  1922 
(Revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  5961) . . . 31894 

June  13, 1925 


(Revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  5957) . - . 31893 

Febaiary  6. 1926 
(Revoked  by 

PLO  5948) . . . 29936 

April  17. 1926 
(Revoked  in  part 


by  PLO  5950) . 29909 

February  14, 1933 
(Revoked  by 

PLO  5944) . 29710 

5451  (Revoked  by 

PLO  5947) . 29938 

5907  (Revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  5960) . 31894 

6618  (Revoked  in  part 

by  PLO  5958) . 31893 

11476  (Amended  by 

EO  12306) _ 29693 

11635  (See 

EO  12306) . 29693 

12018  (See 

EO2306) . 29693 

12198  (Amended  by 

EO  12306) . ...29693 

12233  (See 

EO  12306) . 29693 

12285  (AmerKled  by 

EO  12307) . 30481 

12296  (Amended  by 
EO  12309) . 30997 

12306  . -29693 

12307  . - . 30483 

12308  . - . 30485 

12309  (Amends 

EO  12296) . 30997 

12310  .  31869 

Proctamations: 

4846  . 29691 

4847  . 30483 

4848  .  31403 

Administrative  Orders; 


Presidential  Oeterminalions 
No.  81-8 

Of  June  2.  1981..-. . 30797 

No.  81-9 

Of  June  2. 1981..—.-...  29921 


No.  81-10 

of  June  9, 1981. . 31635 


5  CFR 

Ch.  XIV... 

. . . 30327,33019 

213 . 

. 31405 

230 . 

. 32425 

930 . 

. 31405 

1200 . 

. 30999 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 

. .  31018 

7  CFR 

2. . 

.31871,32227,  32853 

20 . 

. . . . 32227 

28 . 

. 30073 

29 . 

. . . 32590 

301 . 

. . . 31990 

354 . 

. . . 32006 

406 . 

. 32853 

409 . 

. 32853 

700 . . 

. . 29453 

800 . 

. 30322,  32859 

907 _ 

..29923,  30799,  32425 

908.... . 

.  32007,  32425,  32860 

910 . 

.30012,  31249,  32008, 

33020 

911 . 

. 3242S 

915 . 

. 32425 

917 _ 

..30075,  30077,  32425 

918 . 

. 32425 

923 . 

. . . 32006 

925 . 

. 32425 

945 . 

. 32010 

953 . 

. 29454,  30487 

979 . 

. . 29693 

982 _ 

_ _ _ 32012 

984 . 

. . . 31637 

991 . 

. . . 29693 

ia96 

jinftpT 

1464 . 

li!  . 32591 

1944 . 

. . . 29239 

1948 

. 33020 

Proposed  Rules; 

102  .. ._ 

30620 

201 _ 

. ...30780.31424 

226. _ 

. 32026 

907 . 

. 32a30 

921 . 

_ _ 32871 

922 . 

.  32a3l 

948. . 

. 32031 

969 . 

. 30645.  32872 

993 . 

. 29271 

1002 . 

. . . 33008 

1125 . 

. . 31424 

1133 _ 

_ _ _ 31424 

1135 . 

. . 32873.  32874 

1701....... 

. . . 32033 

8  CFR 

204 . 

214. . 


29923,  30078 
. 29456 
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238 . 

. 32551 

9  CFR 

78 . 

. 30487 

82 . 

..29456,  30488,  31249 

92 . 

. 29239,  29240 

10  CFR 

2 . 

. 30328 

51 . 

. . . 29457 

376 . 

. 29680 

390 . 

. 29680 

440 . 

. _.....  29242 

1008 . 

. 31637 

1500 . 

. 29924 

1502 . 

. 29924 

1534 . 

. . . 29924 

Proposed  Rules: 

2 . 

. 30349 

30 . 

. 29712 

40 . 

. 29712 

70 . 

. 29712 

73 . 

. 31267 

500 . 

. 31216 

501 . 

. 31216 

503 _ 

. . 31216 

504 . 

. 31216 

505 . 

. 31216 

1504 . 

. 33053 

12  CFR 

Ch.  II . 

. 31406 

204 _ 

.vaPR 

217 _ 

. 32426 

220 _ 

. 31250 

265 . 

. . 33022 

aoa 

. . . 30079 

523 

.  .ipni.-i 

552 . 

. 30488 

570 . 

. 30079 

701 _ 

. 31871 

Proposed  Rules: 

213 . 

. . . 29245 

220 . 

221 _ 

. .  3?*«K> 

225 . 

. . . 32594 

226 . 

. . 29246 

332 . 

. 31018 

337 . 

. 31018 

526 . 

. 30113 

545 . 

. 30114 

569a_.... 

. 29246 

615 . 

. 32450 

701 . 

-.29247,  29482,  31651, 

31654,31660,32875 

720 . 

. 29248 

13  CFR 

120 . 

. 32430 

124 . 

. . . 

Proposed  Rules: 

105 . 

. 32259 

124 . 

. ...29276  '11699 

14  CFR 

39 .  29252,  29253,  29924- 

29926, 30332-30334, 30799, 
30800, 31250, 31251, 31 873- 
31879, 32228-32230, 32860, 
32862 

71 . 29254-29256,  29927, 

30335, 30801-30806,  31250- 
31252, 32231-32233, 32863 

. 29256,  30806 

. 31253 


97 . 29257,  30807 

121 . 32863 

135 . .  30968,  32863 

152 . 30808 

207  . 31000 

208  .  31000 

212 . 31000 

221 . 32551 

222. . 32552 

241 . 33022 

291 . 32560 

302 . 31001 

384  . 32560 

385  . 32560,  32563 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 30352 

39 . 31268,  31899,  31900, 

32265,  32266,  32875 

71 . 29278-29281,  29947- 

29951, 30353, 30354, 30833, 
31269, 32267, 32269, 32876- 
32879 

73 . 30833 

75 . 29280,  29281,  31278 

121 . 32409,  32413 

123 . 32409 

127 .  32409 

135 . 32409,  32413 

323 . 29282 

302 . 29718 

399 . 29285,  29719,  29727 

15  CFR 

370  . 29457 

371  . 32431 

376 . iisiobl,  31 32563 

377„ . 32431 

379 . 32563 

385 . 31407 

399 _  31407,  32431 

806 .  30336 

908 . 32233 

935.. „ . 32014 

936 .  32014 

Proposed  Rules: 

330  . 29662 

331  . 29662 

332  . 29662 

340  . 29662 

341  . 29662 

342  .  29662 

343  . 29662 

350  . 29662 

351  . 29662 

352  .  29662 

353  .  29662 

354  .  29662 

373 . 30623 

16  CFR 

4 . 32435 

13 . 29458,  29928,  30337, 

32233, 32234 

460.. ._ . 29256 

1031  . 29928 

1032  . 29928 

1212 . 29696 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  II . 29951,30115,  31901 

13 . 30646,  32450 

453 .  31662 


16  .  29931 

17  . 29931  . 

18  . 29931 

21 . 29931 

230 . 31880 

285  . 32879 

286  . 32879 

287  . 32879 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 29952 

270  . 32595 

18  CFR 

141 . 29459 

271  . 29697,  29699,  30489- 

30491, 31253-31256,  32235- 

32238,  33023,  33024 

284 .  30491 

29Z . 32238,  33025 

375 . 29700 

1301 . 31002 

1309 . 30811 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  I . . . 31902 

157 . 30505 

271 . 30833,  32270,  32596, 

32597 

292 . 31663 

375 . 30505 

19  CFR 

101 . 29462,  32436 

103 . 32564 

134 . 30338 

152 . 32564 

175 . 32564 

353 . 32864 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  I . . 29953 

200 . 29729  " 

20  CFR 

655 . 32437 

Proposed  Rules: 

404 . . . , . 29953 

21  CFR 

5 . 31003 

74 . 31004 

101 . 31004 

135. . 31004 

145 . 33027 

166 . 31004 

172  .  30080,  32015 

173  . 30492,  30493 

175 . 32015 

178 . 31005-31007 

193 . .'...30338,  30494,  31008, 

32239, 32865 

314 . 32016 

444 .  31009 

510 . 33028 

520 .  29464,  31010,  32017, 

32438, 32439,  33028 

524 . 32440 

540 .  33029 

558 .  32018,  32019 

561 . 30339,  31637 

573 . 30081 

1308 .  32019 

Proposed  Rules: 

105 . 33053 

145 . 33055 

161 . 30505 

180 .  31020,  32453 


182 . 31020,  32453 

430 . 30115 

436 . 30115 

440 . 30115 

444 . 30115 

448 . 30115 

452 . 30115 

1308 .  29484 

22  CFR 

41 . 30082 

Proposed  Rules: 

171., . 30649 

23  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

625 .  32880 

655 . 32880 

24  CFR 

235 . . . 29256,  31257 

570 . 29908 

25  CFR 

52 . 31880 

26  CFR 

I  . 29465,  31409,  31881, 

32239 

7a . 30495 

II  . 29465 

35 .  30495 

Proposed  Rules: 

20 . 32598 

31 . 31278 

27  CFR 

4 . 29260 

19 . 29261,  32224 

70 . . . 29261 

240 . . . 29261 

245 . . . . 29261 

250 . .  29261 

270 . . 29261 

275 . . . 29261 

Proposed  Rides: 

9 . 31020 

28  CFR 

0 .  29704,  29931 

16 . 30495,  32021,  32866 

301 . 31204 

Proposed  Rules: 

31 . ; . ; . 29438 

522 .  31210 

527 . 31210 

544  . 31210 

545  . 31210 

29  CFR 

Ch.  XXVI . 32574 

92 . 32214 

778 . 32440 

1601 . 33030 

1910 .  31010,  32021 

1928 .  32021 

1952 .  32022 

2610 .  31257,  32022 

2613 .  32866 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  XIV . 33055 

530 .  29485 


73. 

75. 


17  CFR 
15 . 


29931 


30  CFR 

250 . 


29932 
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700 . 31258 

716 . 31258 

785 . 31258 

906 . 33056 

920 .  33056 

931 . 31638,  33056 

934 . 33056 

944 . 33056 

948 . 33056 

950 . ; . 33056 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ctl.  II . 32885 

221 . 32454 

715 . 32455 

816  . 32455 

817  . 32455 

31  CFR 

51 . 29261,  31409 

535 . 30340,  31630 

32  CFR 

199 . 29704 

294 . 29705 

706 . 32023 

Proposed  Rules: 

41 . 31663 

298a . 29486 

505 . 33057 

33  CFR 

25 . 29933 

165 . 29933 

183 . 32867 

204 .  29934 

Proposed  Rules: 

82 . 32886 

100 .  29288 

110  . 31278 

117 . 30354,  30834,  32887 

160 . 30835 

162 . 29954 

402 . 30838 

34  CFR 

324 . 31996 

773 . 31866 

36  CFR 

13 . 31836,  33031 

Proposed  Rulesf* 

1190 . 30839 

272 . 31021 

37  CFR 

303 . 32576 

Proposed  Rules: 

201  . 30649 

202  .  30651 

38  CFR 

3 . 31011 

21 . 29474,  32023 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 31903 

3 .  32036 

21 . 31022 

39  CFR 

111  . 32578 

601 . 30623 

Proposed  Rules: 

10 . .30505 


40  CFR 


30 . 31259 

35 . 31642 

40 . 31259 

52 . 29707,  30082,  30496, 

31011,31012,31258-31261, 

31881,32440 

60  . 29262 

61  . 29262 

62  .  30496 

81 . 31013,  31886,  32582, 

33031 

86 . 30497,  31411,  32868 

122  . 29708,  30624 

123  .  29935 

162 . 29708 

180 . 30342,  30499,  30624, 

31014,31015,31642, 32441, 
32442 

228 . 31412,  31413 

260  . 29708 

261  . 29708 

264  .  29708,  30624 

265  .  29708,  30624 

413 . 30625 

761 . 32868 

Proposed  Rules: 

52 . 29289,  29488,  30116, 


30355-30366, 30653-30655, 
31023, 31024, 31446,  31675, 


33058 

60  .  29955,  31904 

61  . 32599 

62  . 31026 

81 . 29281,  30368,  30655, 

31027, 32272,  33059 

86 . 31677 

123 .  29292,  31028,  31279 

180 .  30506,  30662,  31279, 

32038,  32273, 32457,  33060 

192 .  32458 

408 .  30663 

420 . 32274 

430  . 31028 

431  . 31028 

761 . 32887 

773 . 30300 

41  CFR 

7-1 . 31566,  31886 

7-3 . 31886 

7-6 . 31886 

7-7 . 31886 

7-10 . 31886 

7-15 . 31886 

7- 30 .  31886 

8- 4 . 33032 

8-14 . 31262 

8-74 . 31262 

Ch.  12 .  30816 

15-1 . 29709 

15-3 . 31643 

Ch.  18  (Parts  1.  2, 

3,  8.  20,  App.  M) . 32443 

Ch.  18  (Parts  1,  3, 

4,  13,  21) . 32444 

51-1 . 33032 

51-2 . 33032 

51-3 .  33032 

51-4 . 30084,  33032 

51-5 .  30084,  33032 

60-1 . 33033 

60-2 .  33033 

60-4 . 33033 

60-20 . 33033 


60-30 . 

. 33033 

60-50 . 

. 33033 

60-60 . 

60-250 . 

60-471 . 

. 33033 

Ch.  101 . 31890,  31891 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 

. 30369 

1-4 . 

101-11 . 

. 30369 

101-37 . 

an-ifio 

104-4 . 

. 29955 

43  CFR 

5420 . 

. 29262 

Public  Land  Orders: 

1281  (Revoked 

by  5883) . 

. 29263 

1933  (Revoked 

by  5956) . 

. 31892 

-5169  (Amended  by 

PLO  5396 

and  5951) . 

PPQ.'l? 

5179  (Amended  by 

PLO  5250 

and  5951) . 

. . 29937 

5180  (Amended  by 

PLO  5418 

and  5951) . 

. 29937 

5250  (Amended  by 

PLO  5951) . 

. 29937 

5396  (Amended  by 

PLO  5951) . 

. 29937 

5418  (Amended  by 

PLO  5951) . 

. 29937 

5865 . 

.Tnwv) 

5866 . 

5867 . . . 

. 32240 

5883 . 

. 29263 

5943 . . . 

. 29710 

5944 . 

. 29710 

5945 . 

29939 

5946 . 

. 29939 

5947, . 

POO.'Vl 

5948 . 

PQQ.'M 

5949 . 

. 29939 

5950 . 

.......29939 

5951 . 

. 29937 

5952 . 

.'innna 

5953 . 

.'WW17 

5954 . 

. 31892 

5955 . 

. 31892 

5956 . 

. 31892 

5957 . 

. 31893 

5958 . 

. 31893 

5959 . 

. 31894 

5960 . 

_ 31894 

5961 . 

. 31894 

5962. . 

. 31895 

Proposed  Rules: 

35 . 

. 29955 

230 . 

. 32459 

44  CFR 

1 . 

. 32583 

64 .  29940,  29942,  30626, 

31643, 32240, 32241 

65 . :. . 32243,  32247 

67 .  30500,  30628,  31263, 

31645,31646 

205 . 

. 32587 

Proposed  Rules: 

55 . 

. 29292 

61 . 

. 29292 

67 . .29729-29732,  29956, 

301 1 6, 301 24. 30507, 30663, 
30665,  31281-31285,  31680, 
31686,  31692,  32275, 33060- 


33062 

300 .  29264 

45  CFR 

3  . 30343 

46  .  29883 

74. . 30500 

235 . 29264 

Proposed  Rules: 

71 . 29732 

301™. . 30372 

304.. _ . 29964 

1300 .  31029 

46  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

310 . 30507 

502 . 30666 

510.. .„ . 32279 

524. _ 32460 

547-„ . 30667 

47  CFR 

1  . 30818 

2 — . 31414,  31415 

22 . 31417 

61 . 29264.  30816 

63 . 31418 

64.. ... . 29474,  32039 

73  . 30086-30091,  30343. 

30344. 31264, 31265, 31421, 
31422,  31895, 32039, 32868, 

33033-33037 

74  .  31265 

81 . 31015 

83- . 31015 

90. . 31422,  31647,  32039 

95.-i._ . 32039,  32416 

97 . 31415 

Proposed  Rules: 

Ch.  1 . 30516,  30668,  31288 

2  .  30124,  31290,  31693. 

32280 

21 — . 32280 

22  .  31292 

23  .  30124 

31 . 30150.  30152 

63 .  31693 

67 .  32281 

73 .  29488,  30153,  30154, 

30372, 30516-30518, 31029, 
31290,  31695, 31909,  32887 

87 . 32280 

90 .  32280 

94 .  30124 

97 . 32888 

46  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

4  .  32600 

8 . 32600 

47  .  32600 

49  CFR 

1 . 29269 

172 . 29392,  32250 

387 .  30974 

531 . 29944 

571.. .... . 32251,  32254 

575 .  29269 

Ch.  X. . 30092 

1000 . 30502 

1003 .  31016 
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1011 . 32449 

1033 .  29400,  30502,  30632, 

32588 

1039 . 32025,  32257 

1056 . 29711,  29945 

1090 . 32257 

1100 .  30832 

1137 . 30832 

1300 . 32257 

Proposed  Rules: 

171  . 29967 

172  . 29968,  29973 


I  r  . .  I 

31294 

175 . 29960 

178 .  29973 

192 .  32287 

195 . 32287 

212  .  32888 

213  . 32898 

571 . 31294,  32899 

1004 . 30668,  32460 

1047 . 30668 

1040 .  31450 

1057 . 32460 

1127 . 30156 

1201 . 30839,  32289 

1241 . 30839 

1248 .  30839 

50CFR 

17 . 29481 

36.. _ . 31810 

91 . 30633 

219 . 31640 

301 . 30345 

371 . 32868 

611 . 33038 

651 . 30348 

661 . . . 29733,  30633 

672.„ . 33038 

674 . 33041 

Proposed  Rules: 

17 .  29490,  33063 

20 .  31030 

653..  . 30674 

682.. .. . 30674 
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AGENCY  PUBLICATION  ON  ASSIGNED  DAYS  OF  THE  WEEK 


The  following  agencies  have  agreed  to  publish  aH  This  is  a  voluntary  program.  (See  OFR  NOTICE 

documents  on  two  assigned  days  of  the  week  41  FR  32914,  August  6,  1976.) 

(Morrday/Thursday  or  Tuesday/Friday). 


Monday 

Tuesday 

Wednesday 

Thursday 

FHday 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/SECRETARY 

USDA/ASCS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/COAST  GUARD 

USDA/FNS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FAA 

USDA/FSQS 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FHWA 

USDA/REA 

DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/FRA 

MSPB/OPM 

DOT/NHTSA 

LABOR 

DOT/NHTSA 

LABOR 

DOT/RSPA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/RSPA 

HHS/FDA 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/SLSDC 

DOT/UMTA 

DOT/UMTA 

CSA 

CSA 

Documents  normally  scheduled  for  publication  on  a  day  that  Day-of-the-Week  Program  Coordinator, 

will  be  a  Federal  holiday  will  be  published  the  next  work  Office  of  the  Federal  Register, 

day  following  the  holiday.  National  Archives  and  Records  Service. 

Comments  on  this  program  are  still  invited.  General  Services  Administration. 

Comments  should  be  submitted  to  the  Washington.  D.C.  20408. 


REMINDERS 


List  of  Public  Laws 

This  is  a  continuing  listing  of  public  bills  from  the  current  session  of 
Congress  which  have  become  Federal  laws.  The  text  of  laws  is  not 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  but  may  be  ordered  in  individual 
pamphlet  form  (referred  to  as  “slip  laws”)  from  the  Superintendent 
of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  fainting  Office,  Washington.  D.C. 
20402  (telephone  202-275-3030). 

Last  Listing  June  19, 1981 

S.  1213  /  Pub.  L  97-16  To  amend  title  I  of  the  Marine  Protection, 
Research,  and  Sanctuaries  Act,  as  amended  (June  23. 
1981;  95  Stat.  100)  Price:  $1.50. 


Code  of 
Federal 
Regulations 


Revised  as  of  January  1, 1981 


Quantity  Volume 


Amount 


Price 


Title  7— Agriculture 
(Parts  981-999) 

Title  7— Agriculture 
(Part  2853  to  End) 

Title  12— Banks  and  Banking 
(Parts  300-499) 


Total  Order 


A  Cumulative  checklist  of  CFR  issuances  lor  1880  appears  in  the  back  of  ttie  first  issue  of  the  Federal  Register 
each  month  in  the  Reader  Aids  section.  In  addition,  a  checklist  of  current  CFR  volumes,  comprising  a  complete 
CFR  set,  appears  each  month  in  the  LSA  (List  of  CFR  Sections  Affected). 


Please  do  not  detach 


Order  Form 


Mail  to:  Superintendent  of  Documents.  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402 


Enclosed  find  $_ _ Make  check  or  ntoney  order  payable 

to  Superintendent  of  Documents.  (Please  do  not  send  cash  or 
stamps).  Include  an  additional  25%  for  foreign  mailing. 


Total  charges  $ 
Credit  i — r- 

Card  No.  I _ L- 


Fill  in  the  boxes  below 


Expiration  Date 
Month/Year 


Order  No. 


Please  send  me  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  publications  I  have 
selected  above. 

Name— First,  Last 


For  Office  Use  Only. 


Quantity  Charges 


Enclosed 


To  be  mailed 


Subscriptions 


Postage 


Foreign  handling 


Company  name  or  additional  address  line 


MMOB 


State  ZIP  Code 


OPNR 


UPNS 


Discount 


Relund 


\ 


\ 


\ 


\ 


i 


I 


\ 


